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MK.  STRANG  PROVED  TO  HAVE  BEEN  ALWAYS  AN 
HONORABLE  MAN. 


THE  THEORY  THAT  THE  PROPHETIC  OFFICE  GOES  BY  LINEAL  RIGHT.  AND 
THE  DOCTRINE  THAT  LESSER  OFFICERS  IN  THE  PRIESTHOOD  CAN 
ORDAIN  TO  THE  GREATER,  UTTERLY  EXPLODED. 


TIh'  pnhlishfM'  of  tluLsocc  mt  i‘o  vorsies 
lias  thought  pi’oper  (o  li(*j»i}|  \vitli,to 
iMS(M*r  in  this  No.  4.  the  followiiijLi 
a riich' <>!•  (l(^f«>nee,  hoca use  of  tlu'  va- 
rious items  of  liistorv  which  it  con- 
tains of  Ml*.  Sti*an;i’s  life  previous  to 
his  connection  witli  the  Clinrcli  of 
.I(‘sns  Christ  of  r.atter  Day  Saints. 

One  of  1 lie  Ilvvcla  f ions  jiivmi  liini 
sa.vs.  t ha  t ( rod  took  iiiin  from  among 
tlie  lionoi*al)le  nnm  of  tlieeai*th;  and 
I tiiink  tliat  a careful  ])erusal  of  tlie 
folio  win^- docn  men  t will  bring  all  to 
th(*  conclusion  that  he  liad  at  least 
an  iionoralile  standing  among  tliem. 
And  in  addition,  other  items  are  add- 
(‘d  with  a view,  if  possible,  of  silencing 
t he  voice  of  Ids  slandert'rs  and  ti*a- 
duc(‘rs,  and  corn'd ing  th(‘  public 
mind  in  relation  to  the  wo!*k  and  the 
eha raetei*  of  .Mr.  Strang. 

A RDFl'GI*:  OF  IJFS. 

“•A  Pitoniirr  is  .not  without  honor 

UXUK1‘T  IN  HIS  OW.N  COUNTRY.  " 
Sevei-al  friends  liavesent  us  copii'.s 
of  tlie  .Mayviulu  Suntinul,  of  .Marcli 
ih,  LS-K),  cont.nining  a mo.st  gross  li- 
l)el  on  l*i*('sident  Strang:  which  the 
editor  of  tha t pajiei* had  not  the  man- 
liness to  s(‘nd  to  his  intended  victim. 
It  is  generallv  held  to  lie  a matter  of 
decenc.v,  when  editors  say  harsh 
things  of  individuals,  to  forward 
them  a cojiy  of  tin*  paper,  but  there 


are  eireu instances  wlien  that  would 
bealittlf'  iucon veidi'iit.  It  is  nalur- 
al  with  Ihe  mean,  eovvardl.v  and 
sneaking,  when  t!H*y  make  a stor.\’ 
all  lie  and  no  truth,  or  shadow  of 
truth,  to  tell  it  any  wliere  but  to  tin* 
individual  injured.  Divested  of  all 
slang  tin*  Skntinkl  contains  two 
charges  against  Mr.  Strang.  First. 
Selling  a farm  in  Ohio  wliich  he  did 
notown.  Second,  Lea  ving  his  coat, 
hat  and  some  papers  coniaining  his 
name  and  residence  in  the  woods,  in 
one  of  the  (‘astern  counti(*s  of  this 
state,  (N.  Y..)  and  tin*  h'avi  s so  stii’- 
red  up.  as  to  carry  the  impii'ssion 
that  tlieri*  had  been  a seven*  struggle 
and  suspicion  of  munh'r. 

d'o  tile  Ill's t charge*  it  is  pi*op(*r  to 
say, and  w(‘say  itRUADYand  wjuuixo 
and  wisHLNH  to  a l)ide  a trial  in  any 
court  having  jurisdiction  of  lilu-ls, 
t hat  it  is  a willful,  malicious  lie,  wit  h- 
out  a ny  fonnda  tion , a mrru  invun- 
TION  OF  ,V  IllOART  FlULRI)  WITH 
MALICF,  and  STRFPINO  IN  ITS  OtYN 
CORRUPTION.  Ml'.  Strang  never  sold 
or  offei'ed  to  sell,  and  never  owtu'dor 
pret(*nded  to  own,  one  inch  of  land  in 
any  state  in  the  [Tnion,  except  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  we  defy  all 
the  world  to  show  a single  title  pa- 
per to  any  land  in  nny  stati*  ex('«'j)t 
tlia  t,  in  wldcii  he  is  a part.v,  eitln'r  as 
grantoi' or  gra  ntee.  Delias  done  a 
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snia,ll  business  in  bnyins  and  selling 
lands  since  18;I5.  All  the  la  nds  he  has 
parch a.sed  have  been  paid  for,  ac- 
cordinj?  to  aj?reement,and  every  title 
he  has  j>iven  has  been  s(>od;  and  who- 
ever asserts  the  contrary,  is  either 
de(*eived  by  some  liar  or  has  willfully 
lied  himself.  The  second  char^>:e  is 
all  together  false;  a mere  lie,  not  con- 
taining one  truth.  Mr.  Strang  has 
not  been  in  any  of  the  eastern  coun- 
ties of  the  state  of  New  York,  for  22 
years.  His  hat,  coat  and  papers, 
containing  his  name  and  re.sidence, 
were  not,  nor  were  either  of  them 
found  in  one  of  the  eastern  counties 
(3f  New  York,  in  the  woods,  fields,  or 
any  other  place  except  where  such 
things  should  be. 

That  people  may  know  of  what 
material  tales  are  manufactured  to 
scandalize  the  Mormons,  we  will  re- 
late a little  incident,  and  leave  all  to 
judge  of  the  inventive, or  the  improv- 
ing faculties  of  Mr.  John  F.  Phelps. 

“In  1843,  about  two  weeks  before 
starting  west,  Mr.  Strang  visited  his 
<dd  friend.  Dr.  L.  R.  Warren, and  Sand 
R.  Chace,  in  Rochester.  N.  Y.  As  he 
left  town,  he  stepped  into  a large 
church  near  thecanal,  where  an  anti- 
slavery convention  was  in  session,  to 
wait  for  a few  minutes  for  a friend 
with  whom  he  was  to  ride  to  Scotts- 
ville.  While  there  his  valise  was 
stolen.  The  fact  was  rei)orted  to  the 
police  magistrate  within  thirty  min- 
utes, and  the  usual  measures  taken 
to  recover  it  and  failed.  Mr.  Strang- 
left  in  the  f)olice  office  an  yiventory 
of  itscontents. consisting  of  lessthan 
twenty  dollars  w^orth  of  clothing,  a 
large  quantity  of  papers,  principally 
copies  of  accounts  of  his  own  prop- 
erty, law-  papers,  titles,  deeds,  etc. 


I From  there  he  returned  directly 
I home,  arriving  before  the  news  of  his 
j loss;  and  commenced  collecting  debts 
in  Chatanqua  county,  and  in  doing 
so  visited  sixteen  of  the  twenty-four 
towns  of  that  county  within  one 
week,  and  then  moved  his  family  to 
the  west.  Soon  after  arriving  in  Illi- 
nois he  received  a letter  from  Mr. 
Chumasen,  a law-yer  in  Rochester, 
(forw  arded  from  Clear  (h-eek,  N.  Y., 
by  his  friends  there)  stating  that  the 
papers  described  in  his  memorandum 
at  the  police  office,  w^ere  found  in 
front  of  his  office, of  a morning,  a few 
days  after  Mr.  Strang  left,  just  tint 
place  wdierea  thief  would  be  likely  to 
leave  them,  because  the  clothing 
would  not  l)e  worth  pui-suing  bv  a 
stranger,  and  the  papers  though  they 
might  be  of  w^orthto  the  owner,  were 
good  ff)r  nothing  to  the  thief.  Either 
the  story  of  the  coat,  hat,  papers, dis- 
turbed leaves,  and  suspicion  of  mur- 
der, was  fixed  up  l)y  John  F.  Phelps, 
out  of  the.se  facts,  or  it  is  a lie  of  his 
invention.  He  can  have  it  which 
way  he  pleases. 

Mr.  Phelps  is  quite  too  imlefirdte 
for  a witness,  and  it  w ill  trouble  him 
to  particularize.  Pray  Mr.  P.  w ho 
is  the  man,  to  w'honi  Strang  turned 
out  a farm  in  Ohio?  To  what 
county  of  Ohio  did  the  unfor- 
tunate purchaser  move  in  S6‘an*h 
of  the  farm?  In  w’hich  of  the 
eastern  counties  were  the  coat,  hat 
and  papers  found?  Or  the  lea  vcs 
stirred  ui»  so  my.steriously?  What 
is  the  date  of  each  of  these  transac- 
tions? Unless  Mr.  Phelps  can  an- 
swer each  of  these  questions,  he  must 
stand  self-convicted  in  the  minds  of 
all  reasonable  men,  as  a malignant 
libeler.  Tell  tlui  facts,  wdth  names. 
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places  and  dates,  so  tha  t we  can  fi:et 
at  the  proofs. 

You  say  that  tlie  suspicions  that 
the  owner  of  the  coat,  hat  and  pa- 
pers had  been  murdered  in  one  of  the 
eastern  counties,  where  the  leaves 
were  so  stirred  ui>  as  to  convey  the 
suspicion  that  there  had  been  a se- 
v'^ere  struffj^le,  were  very  soon  al- 
layed on  finding  out  who  the  indi- 
vidual was. 

Now  who  is  this  individual?  He  is 
the  same  jjerson  who  was  appointed 
postmaster  in  Illington,  in  18;i8,  by 
Amos  Kendal,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  all  the  judges  of  Chatauqua 
county,  the  editor  of  the  Maj^ville 
Sentinel,  and  several  other  leading- 
citizens,  ^meml)ers  of  that  [)olitical 
party  of  which  the  Sentinel  is  the  or- 
gan, and  held  the  office  till  he  left  the 
place  in  1843,  being  near  two  years 
under  an  administration,  the  election 
of  which  he  warmly  o[)posed,  and 
when  very  slight  reasons  were  suffi- 
cient to  remove  one  from  office.  He  is 
the  same  person  who  for  several 
.VM^ars  was  both  managing  man  of 
the  f)artv  in  that  section  of  the  coun- 
t!’y,  and  a confidential  corresi)ond- 
<*nt  of  the  leading  |)oliticians  of  tJiat 
party  thrtmghout  the  state,  and  has 
in  his  hands  at  the  presmt  time, hun- 
dreds of  letters  bound  into  books  for 
better  preservation,  from  Edwin 
Prosswell,  of  tlie  Argus;  E.  P.  Rlair, 
of  the  Washington  Globe;  F.  M. 
Rent,  of  the  Rough  Hewer;  B.  Brock- 
way of  the  Sentinel;  A.  Flag,  Eras- 
tus  (Joining,  John  A.  Dix,  Peter 
(Jagger.  H.  H.  Vandyke,  state  cen- 
tral committee;  Win.  Smith,  F.  A. 
Ausburn,  B.  Brock  way,  F.  F.  Wait, 
Orvis  Nichols,  (Jounty  (Jorrespond- 
ent.f'omt.  E.  C.  Foote,  1st,  Judge  of 


Chatauqua  county;  Sand  B.  Chace, 
Esqr.,  of  Rochester;  F.  E.  Bailet,  C. 
E.  Cateraugus  County;  William  Col- 
ville, Esijr,;  Daniel  Chandler,  Trum- 
bull (Jounty,  (Jhio;  ('.  C.  Swift,  Silver 
Creek;  Orsel  (Jook,  now  surrogate, 
(Jhata.uqua  County;  L.  Morris,  Esqr.; 
J.  H.  Prentis,  late  M.  (J.  Gtsego 
County;  Geo.  W.  Little,  late  Canal 
(Jomrnissioner;  and  W.  W.  Peacock, 
of  that  party,  and  from  many  others 
with  whom  he  had  no  political  asso- 
ciations including  such  men  as  B.  (i. 
.Seward,  late  of  the  (Jhatauqua  land 
office;  Gerith Smith, thedistinguished 
philanthropist;  F.  Warren,  late  of 
the  assembly;  Rev.  W.  Waith;  (Jlin- 
ton  S.  Fay,  the  enterprising  deaf 
mute;  Abner  Hazeltiiie, late M.C., and 
great  numbers  of  others,  leading- 
citizens,  engaged  in  all  the  moral  en- 
terpri.ses  of  the  age.  And  these  let- 
ters show  that  Mr.  Strang’s  friend- 
ship was  not  ONLY  souoht  after 
BY  LEADING  CITIZENS  OF  ALL  CLASSES 
AND  PARTIES,  BUT  THAT  THIOY  ES- 
TEEMED HIS  OPINIONS  OF  VAI.UE,  AND 
REPOSED  FNLIMrrED  CONFI- 
DENCE IN  HIM. 

The  Sentinel  says:  “We  doubt  not 
he  would  choose  to  hail  fiTim  any 
other  part  than  (ffiatauqua,’’  and 
because  .Mr.  Phelps  says  he  is  a very 
b.ad  fellow,  therefore  he  claims  tho 
honor  of  raising  him  to  (Miatampia 
county.  Verv  natural  .Mr.  Plndps. 
We  should  expect  you  to  claim  the 
paternity  of  almost  anything-  bad. 
The  fact  that  Mr.  Strang  is  from 
Chautauqua  county  is  as  well- 
known  in  Voree  as  any  other 
place,  Mayville  not  excepted,  and  he 

is  here  living  in  the  midst  of  people 
with  whom  he  spent  his  boyhooil, 
and  to  whom  he  has  been  well-known 
ever  since. 
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Moreover  the  Sentinel  has  so  word- 
ed his  article  as  to  convey  the  idea 
without  assertinj^ it, tlia^t  Mr.  Straim 
absconded  li-oin  CliataiKiua,  or  an 
adjoining;' town  in  Cateraiigns.  How 
is  this  matter  Mr.  Phelps?  Since  you 
inannlactured  tlie  rest  of  the  libel 
why  not  assert  instead  of  insinuatinj^- 
a lie  about  this  matter? 

Mr.  Stran,i»- disposed  of  the  Ran- 
doll)h  Herald  about  the  first  of  June, 
1843,  and  from  that  time  till  the  bSth 
of  Au^^ust  when  he  started  with  his 
family  foi-  Illinois,  a notice  appear- 
ed WEEKLY  IN  THAT  PAPEK  ADVER- 
TISING THE  PUBLIC  THAT  HE  WAS  GO- 
ING T(J  THE  WESTERN  STATES,  AND 
OFFERING  TO  ACT  AS  LAND  AND  COL- 
LECTING AGENT.  In  the  intervening- 
time  he  took  a trip  as  fareastasf  'ay- 
ujj;a  County,  N.  Y..  on  the  same 
business,  also  advertized  two  or 

THREE  WEEKS  BEFORE  STARTING. 

He  returned  home  (Clear  Creek)  Aug- 
gust  12,  attended  church,  (Rev.  iMi-. 
Cards)  the  13th,  and  in  tlie  afternoon 
visited  his  brother  in  Randolph.  The 
14th,  he  started  on  a trip  through 
aJmost  every  town  in  the  county  for 
the  purpose  of  closing-  up  his  busi- 
ness. He  called  on  .several  of  the 
lawyers  in  Jamestown  that  day;' the 
IGth,  he  transacted  business  at  the 
clerk’s  office.  May  ville,  and  at  the 
(jffice  of  the  May  ville  Sentinel,  and 
spoke  freelj'^  of  his  intentions  of  going 
to  the  west  that  week;  and  the  junior 
editor  of  that  paper  was  present  and 
heard  the  conversation.  Is  not  he 
and  Mr.  Pheliis  one  and  the  same 
individual.  The  same  day  at  West- 
field  he  met  Samuel  A.  Brown,  Esfjr., 
(for  many  years  the  district  attor- 
ney of  that  county,  and  who  has  be- 
lore  and  sinc(‘  that  time,  repi*e.sented 


the  county  in  the  stat('  legislature,) 
who  volunteered  him  a very  kind 
letter  of  introduction  to  his  brother 
in  Chicago,  which  is  yet  in  .Mr. 
Strang’s  possession.  On  this  trif) 
he  took  letters  of  in  ti-oduet  ion 
fi’om  several  of  the  most  eminent 
lawyers  in  the  county,  transacted 
business  witli  several  dozen  men,  all 
of  whom  understootl  that  he  was 
making  preparations  to  leave  the 
country,  with  a view  of  looking  for 
a permanent  location  in  the  west. 
On  the  tSth,  (Frida\  ) he  left  his  liouse 
in  Clear  Creek,  on  the  east  line  of  th(‘ 
county,  and  traveled  its  whole  length 
on  the  most  public  i-oads.  passing 
the  villages  of  Ellington,  Sinclair- 
ville,  Delanti.  West  ville  and  (luiney. 
in  the  same  carriage  he  had  drove 
more  than  a year,  with  his  wife  and 
two  children  and  traveling  tiunks 
aboai'd,  nifiking  forty  mil(‘s  distanci- 
in  the  county,  more  than  thirty 
miles  iH'  which  distance  he  was  per- 
sonallv  known  to  almost<‘very  man, 
and  y.et  Mr.  Phelps  has  the  hardi- 
hood to  insinuate  that  he  absconded 
and  it  is  proper  to  say  in  this  con- 
nection that  no  legal  process  of  any 
kind  whatever  had  been  served  on 
Mr.  Strang  for  months  preceding  his 
leaving  Chatainpia,  (^*xcept  one  jus- 
tice summons,  on  the  return  of  which 
the  plaintiff  did  not  apix'ar)  c(ms(;- 
quently  all  that  Mr.  Phelps  has  said 
about  arrest,  escafie,  and  not  se(‘n,  is 
a mere  falsehood . 

But  there  is  still  another  fact  be- 
hind, which  w’e  may  as  well  speak  of 
now  as  ever.  .Mr.  Strang  became  a 
membei"  of  a Baptist  church,  twentv- 
one  ytTirs  ago,  and  with  their  rigid 
moral  discipline,  no  charge  has  been 
brought  before  them  against  his 
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nioriR  charactei*  fi’om  that  tiino  to  i 
this.  He  lost  his  standing'  aiaon^C 
them  for  a.  few  \'eHi*s,  a.  lon«-  tiiiie| 
since,  on  mere  questions  of  doctrine. 
So  much  was  lie  beloved  in  tlie 
church  that  when  the  question  cani(*| 
nil,  no  one  was  found  to  make  a ^ 
<*omj)laint  against  him;  he  was  left 


thei*e  and  turned  liim  out,  one  that 
he  pi-etended  to  own  in  the  inter- 
ior of  Ohio,’'  and  for  whicli  he  insin- 
nntesthnt  “he  escnped,  absconded, 
etc.,’’  it  a[)pearsa  little sin^>nlar  tliat 
some  months  afterwards  he  should 
succeed  in  j>-ettin,i»'  a letttn*  from  so 
respectable  an  association  as  the 


Ba})tist  church  in  Randolph.com- 
t.>  iviport  his  own  clni-cliction  to  tiip  j |„eti(lina  hini  to  tlin  IVIIo vvship  of  niiy 
chiircii,  and  utter  tli<‘  Inst  stei>  ot : sister  clinrch.  Sneli  trnnsnctions  if 
<liscii)line  was  past,  they  waited  very  they  hajiiien  are  not  kept  secret;  and 
near  a year  before  cuttin}^  him  off.  1 if  what  M r.  Pheljis  asserts  and  in- 
When  a mere  boy  he  wasclerk  of  the  ^Buiates  is  true,  then  churches  and 
church  in  Forestville.the larj^est in  the  I parties,  leaders  in  enter- 

conntv.  and  was  freqnentiv  appoint- 1 i'eiievolenee,  liave  not  only 

ed  delegate  to  cuncils,  associations.  I tl"*>"«<-lvesa  no. st graceless 

. 1 I scamp,  but  hn  ve  all  laid  theii’  hands 

as  their  published  iiroceedings  I , < i . 

to^^el  her  to  imiiose  him  on  us.  Mr. 


etc 

will  abundantly  show.  At  the  tiine  | 


'of 


he  I 


Phelps  can  make  no  attack  on  the 


Icnvinft  Chatanqua  county  - chnrnctcr  of  Mr.  Strnnsfor 

held  Ids  standing  with  the  church  at  j ,„.f  |„.pepding  liis  settle- 

Ilnhdoli.il,  and  .several,  moreover,  af-  j ,„ei.t  in  tlie  west  l.nt  Ids  attack  will 
tm-  lenvinji:  that  state  the  last  time,  | operate  equally  aj>ainst  many  of  the 
sent  him  a letter  (’OMMt^XDiNO  him  to  I leading  citizens  of  that  country,  and 
THt:  WATCHO-VHH  AM)  FKLi.owsHip  thaiiks  to  Ml*.  Straip»’s  habits  of 


OF  AXY  SISTFH  ('IiruCII  OF  lUKF  FAITH 

AM)  OHDKH.  We  believe  the  stand- 
ard of  morals  is  as  hiji’h  in  the  P»ap- 
tist  church,  as  in  any  other,  and 
think  it  will  trouble  Mr.  Phel|)s  to 
convince  any  community,  that  they 
aiv(*  h'ttei-s  of  commendation  to 
nuunbers  who  swindle  theui-  neigh- 
bors out  of  farms,  escape  from  offi- 
cers, and  abscond  from  the  country. 
We  advi.se  Mr.  Phelps  not  to  j>iv(‘  so 
early  a date  to  his  yarns,  lest  he 
should  hit  when'  he  least  intends. 

We  do  not  introduce  any  of  these 
facts  as  evidence  of  Mr.  Strand’s  con- 
duct or  character  since  a member  of 
our  church,  but  as  Randolph  is  the 
only  adjoinin"-  town  in  ('ateraugus. 
in  which  Stran}>  ever  lived  and  con- 
sequently theonein  which  Mr.  Phelps 
says, “he  purchased  a farm  of  a man 


b)isiness,  he  has  Mi(‘  documents  in  his 
own  hands,  and  in  a shape  that 
they  will  not  soon  be  lost.  Havinji' 
made  this  expose,  W{‘  sim])ly  add 
that  the  wi-itten  evidence  of  what  is 
herein  asserted  will  be  freely  exhibi- 
ted to  any  j»entleman  who  wishes  to 
examine  it,  re.servin«-  merely  that 
the  letter  marked  coxfidfxti.a  f, 
shall  not  be  read  at  lenjith. 

We  challenjie  Mr.  Phel|)s  to  mak(‘ 
j>:ood  a.ny  of  his  asserti<ms.  We  pro- 
nounce him  a (toward,  a paltroon 
and  a liar.  We  have  no  idea  that  he 
will  attempt  to  pi'ovea  sin«le  charjj^e 
he  has  made  against  Mr.  Strang-;  but 
we  exi)ect  to  see  him  cover  his  re- 
treat under  a new  set  of  accusations 
of  some  sort  or  other.  We  ask  peo- 
ple to  consider  that  one  man  can  tell 
lies  as  fast  as  another  can  contradict 
them,  and  go  for  sticking  him  to  his 
first  position.  Let  him  make  that 
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o-ood  or  let  him  he  condemned.  No 
hackinji'  and  filin^-  l)ut  stand  to  the 
rack,  fodder  or  no  fodder.  It  mav 
seem  a pretty  tiling-  to  slander  a 
Mormon,  hut  lies  are  lies,  tell  them 
upon  whom  yon  will.  And  as  (jur 
lan«:iiau«*  to  Mr.  Phelps  has  been 
rathei'  nncomi)limentary,  we  shall! 
send  him  a coi)y  of  this  pai)er,  and  I 
we  shall  also  pi-int  200  extra  coi)ies 
for  eirciilation  in  that  country,  ask- 
in  every  man  who  receives  one  to 
peep  into  the  Sentinel  occasionally  j 
to  see  wha  t proof  .Mr.  Pheli)s  will  | 
hrinj^  to  make  “'ood  his  chai’ftes;  and  I 
as  we  still  expect  him  to  j)nrsne  the! 
sneaking-  mode  of  .\ot  sendinjj;  the  j- 
paper  to  thoseof  whom  he  says  hard  i 
thinjis.  we  will  heohlij2;ed  to  the  kind  | 
friends  who  furnished  ns  with  the' 
l)aper  before,  to  send  ns  his  i-esi)onse.  I 

Now  Mr.  Phelps,  for  names,  dates,  | 
])laces  and  proof.  No  retreat  to  a j 
new  refufte  of  lies,  but  <4ive  ns  these  j 
if  yon  can.  | 

I 

The  above  is  copied  word  for  word 
from  the  Voree  Herald  Vol.  1,  No.  5, 
iniblished  in  1840. 

I haveknown  Mr.Strant;-  ()ersonally 
a ml  have  been  associated  with  him  as 
a church  member  sevei'al  years,  ami 
have  heard  him  in-eaeh  a j;reat  many 
times;  dnrinj*:  which  time  I have 
known  many  very  jjrave  charues 
made  a^»'ainst  him  by  his  enemif's  and 
I have  never  known  one  of  them  that 
has  not  evaporated  and  been  driven 
to  the  wall  as  has  the  above. 

THK  “PHOSPHORUS  AND  OIL  STORY, “ 

It  has  been  the  common  lot  of 
nearly  all  the  prophets,  if  not  indeed 
all  of  them  from  Adam  to  James,  to 
lie  associated  with  men  as  assist- 
ants and  helps  who  while  they  onjAht 
to  have  been  tlieir  strongest  and 
most  faithful  friends,  were  in  various 
instances  their  most  dans’Pi’ons  ene- 


mies. Moses  had  his  ("ora  Dathan 
and  Abii'ain.  David  had  his  Abso- 
lem  and  Joab.  Elijah  had  his  Kiny: 
.\hab,  and  many  others.  Jeremiah 
had  his  nnmerons  enemies  amona  the 
Rreat  ones  in  Israel.  .Micaiah  had 
his  (Jienaanah,  Ahab  and  many 
others.  In  short  Jesus  had  his  Ju- 
das Iscariot  amd  Peter  James,  and 
John,  a, ml  Paul  suffered  much  i»e- 
caiise  (»f  false  brethren.  Jos('ph 
Smith  had  his  John(>.  Rennet,  his 
William  Law,  the("owderys  and  the 
Fosters  and  Hij>bees,  find  many 
others;  all  men  of  hij>h  stamliim-  in 
the  church,  and  as  a matter  (»f  course 
.lames  J.  Strang’  had  his  (memii's 
amon^’  his  leading?  men.  ArnonjA' 
these  were  William  Smith,  IT.  ('.  H. 
Nickerson,  Amos  Fuller,  Oeortre  J. 
Adams,  J.  M.  Adams,  William  E. 
McLellan,  and  to  these  otliers  mij»ht 
be  added. 

All  of  these  men  ancient  ami  mod- 
ern were  chosen  as  I said  to  fill  offi- 
ces as  assistants  to  the  prophets  and 
patriai'chs  becaiisethey  had  in  thefirst 
place  the  necessary  faith,  virtm*s,  and 
talents  for  the  work  foi’  which  tiuw 
were  chosen.  And  I sujipose  the  Al- 
mif’hty  chose  tho.se  men  at  the  time 
for  what  they  w(*re  then,  and  entir(‘- 
!y  without  reference  to  what  they 
wei’e  j;‘Oin<>-  to  lay  for  if  (lOd  had 
looked  at  what  thay  were  to 

be,  he  wcmld  not  have  chosen  Judas 
I.scai‘iot.  These  men  suffered  them- 
selves to  be  overcome  by  evil,  and 
fell  from  their  formei’  virtues;  and  be- 
cause they  were  not  suffered  to  rc*- 
main  in  tlie  chui'ch  in  their  evil  doin^' 
they  became  the  most  viimlent  ene- 
mies of  the  prophets,  and  no  dould 
it  was  niainly  through  these  men 
that  “all  manner  of  evil  was  said 
ay;ainst  the  prophets  falsely  foi* 
Christ's  sake,  as  Jesus  himself  says, 
(Math.  .5,  11-12.)  And  just  so  it  has 
been  in  C)ur  day.  (Au’taiidy  many 
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tiiMlicions  stories  liM  vt*  been  hntehed 
lip  Jififiinst  I)oth  Jos(‘pI)  fiiifl  .Ifiincs 
ill  tlu‘se  (biys  by  men  v.'lio  once  stood 
liijj-li  in  the  ehnrcli,  bnt  ^Yllo  hn  ve 
fnllen  from  the  fav<)rof  (lod.  and 
ha  ve  been  cast  out  of  t he  (diiirch  ac- 
cording to  the  commandment.  The 
stoiy  of  Mr.  Stranj;-  i)i-acticinj^  a 
fraud  upon  twenty-f'Mir  intelligent 
pi'ople,  men  and  woukmi,  by  jintting 
“phosphorous  and  oil  upon  their 
heads”  and  palming- it  off,  as  a mir- 
aculous display  of  the  powei*  of  God 
upon  tliem  as  a reward  for  building 
liim  a house,  was  certainly  fabrica- 
t(‘d  liy  one  of  that  class  of  men;  but  I 
will  let  M r.  Strang  d«‘fi*nd  himself  in 
his  own  woi-ds  and  way  as  to 
that: 

“Itisv<*ry  well  known  that  the 
s(‘con(l  day  of  January,  1<S47.  some 
twenty-four  of  the  saints  met  at  my 
hous<‘  and  some  oi-dinances  of  some 
kind  fewer(‘  administen  d . As  the 
meeting  was  not  iiublic,  much  curi- 
nsity  has  always  been  felt  to  know 
what  they  were.  'Plie  transaction  is 
usually  spoken  of  by  the  name  of 
‘Illumination.’  Immediately  after 
it  occured,  a i-umoi-  was  put  afloat 
that  some  terrible  imposition  had 
bi'en  practiced  by  me.  It  was  al- 
leg(*d  that  I had  gathered  the  saints 
in  a loW(“r  I’oom,  with  a loose  floor 
overhead,  and  causing  a bright  light 
to  shine  through  the  cracks,  had 
pn*tended  that  it  came  from  In^aven; 
and  that  by  burning  pitch  ami  other 
combustibles  in  the  chimney,  had 
caused  a pillar  of  light  to  rise  up  as 
the  channel  of  communication!  Men 
were  found  to  believe  that  two  doz- 
(Mi  r(‘spectable  gentleman  and  ladies 
could  beimposed  upon  by  such  means! 
.And  that  one  in  any  circumstances 
was  capable  of  stooi>ing  to  it! 

Directly  the  Elkhorn  Star,  and  the 
new  Era  published  that  tire  was  pi'o- 
duced  on  the  heads  “of  the  saints,  by 


the  use  of  a galvanic  batteiy,  secret- 
ly concealed  in  another  room.  All 
scientific  men  know  veiy  well  that 
the  battery  would  ilestroy  human  lif(‘ 
before  it  pi-odnced  an  illumination. 
Yet  PT  A.  (Tttei-,  an  editor  and  M.  D., 
was  willing  to  give  his  sanction  to 
it.  P^very  man  of  science  will  say 
it  is  impossitile;  yet  the  saint  says: 
‘1  don’t  know.  It  is  best  to  look 
out  for  deception,’  and  mak(*s  ship- 
w’reck  of  faith,  because  i>ossii‘.i.y  the 
prophet  has  done  w ha t no  man  on 
earth  could  do. 

William  Smith  has  iiublishe'l  far 
and  near,  and  got  it  in  the  I'eligous 
jiapers  generally , that  I got  a house 
built  on  the  promise  of  a h(‘avenly 
illumination  which  1 tlnm  gave  by 
anointing  the  heads  of  the  saints 
with  phosphorous  and  oil.  Me  go(‘s 
on  to  say  that  he  disco veied  ihe 
ciiea  t ami  accused  me  of  it  on  th(‘ 
spot,  and  that  1 both  ackno wledg(‘d 
it  and  justified  it,  by  saying  that  all 
miracles  ari^  similar  cheats.  Had 
such  a s4ory  been  told  on  anybody 
else,  tin*  E.  S.  would  not  hav(‘  fnr- 
nislu'd  seven  fools  to  .credi t it.  lint 
bring  told  on  the  Mormon  proph<*t, 
it  must  be  tiue.  I have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  it  is  generally  believed. 
The  saints  a r(*  tilled  with  fear  that 
it  may  In*  so.  Now  I ask  in  all  can- 
; doi‘.  I put  it  to  the  good  sense  of  ev- 
: ery  man,  could  the  church  havi*  be(*n 
' preserved  under  my  leading  a single 
I day,  after  such  an  act?  Would  it  not 
j have  produced  universal  indignation 
and  tlenunciation  immediati*  and 
I umiualified?  Would  even  a,  man’s 
; person  be  sefi*  among  those  who  had 
i been  subjected  to  such  base  impost- 
ure? William  Smith  spent  that  win- 
I ter  in  Knox  county , 111.,  and  was  not 
I within  one  hundred  and  fifty  miles  of 
I A'oree,  within  S(Hiie  three  months  of 
I that  time,  but  several  others,  men  of 
a very  different  character  from  Will- 
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iani  Smith,  assert  that  tin*  illumi- 
nati<»n  was  really  an  imposition,  by 
th(*  tise  of  phosphorous  and  oil,  and 
as  a few  of  tliem  are  men  wlio  are 
usually  enalited  in  other  nuitters,  it 
may  be  exi)eeted  of  me  to  show  a 
reason  why  they  should  not  in  this. 
1 ha  ve  eheerfnlly  done  it  as  often  as 
recjuested.  Phosphorous  and  oil 
only  produces  a dimlightin  a wai-m 
DAKK  room.  Jt  H.\UKLY  M.\KI>:SlTSF<:i.F 
YisinLE,and  could  not  possibly  for  a 
sinj»le  moment  be  mistaken  for  the 
^loryofGod.  So  if  such  an  impo- 
sition was  practiced  it  must  liave 
been  detected  on  the  spot.  If  an  im- 
postor could  I be  such  a fool?  Why 
did  not  these  men  e.xpose  it?  With- 
in three  days  of  that  meeting  the 
whol‘^  band  of  a[)ostates  in  the  plaee 
amounting  to  some  forty,  were 
(a)ntiniially  accusing  the  .saints  of 
having  been  imi)osed  on  by  the  il- 
lumination, and  eveiy  soul  of  them 
denied  it,  and  scouted  the  very  nam- 
ing o f i t . “ I N o RD E n T O n E LT  E T II A T 
THEY  TELI.  THE  TRUTH  NOW.  WE 
MUST  BELIEVE  THAT  THEY  LIED  THE.X. 

It  was  the  principle  topic  of  conver- 
sation in  Voree  for  some  weeks  and 
every  person  present  in  the  most 
pointed  and  positive  manner  con- 
stantly denied  that  there  had  been 
any  attempt  at  imposition.  They 
are  therefore  estopped  fi’om  assert- 
ing it,  and  as  often  as  they  say  so 
stultify  themselves,  and  impeach 
their  own  testimony.  They  ask  you 
TO  BELIEVE  THEM  NOW,  BECAUSE 
THEY  LIED  BEFORE.  I caiinot  COH- 
ceive  that  such  testimony  proves 
anything  only  that  THE  author  of 

IT  IS  A SCAMP  AND  AX  UXBLUSHIXG 
LI  A R. 

“Amos  Fuller,  the  first  one  of  the 
number,  who  asserted  the  use  of 
phosphorous.gavemeon  the  10th  day 
of  February  folio  wing  a letter  directed 
to  .Mrs.  Emma  Smith,  in  which  he  ex- 


{iressed  the  most  unqualified  confi- 
dence in  me  as  the  pro|)het  of  God, 
and  an  honest  man.  The  veiy  day 
of  his  a|)ostacy  he  scouted  the  least 
.‘Suggestion  of  imposition,  and  d(‘- 
clai-ed  tha t it  had  never  beim  pi(‘- 
tended  that  the  glory  of  God  was 
moi’c  manifest  in  the  illuminalion 
than  in  the  eucharist.  'riiosp  who 
ha  ve  since  gone  out  from  among  ns 
and  taken  up  this  calumny  then 
treated  it  the  same  as  I do  now. 
'Phe  pi-incipal  men  among  them  stood 
up  at  the  April  conference  following 
and  expressed  their  faith  and  confi- 
dence in  me  as  the  I..or(rs  anointed 
faithful  and  true,  not  only  in  the 
strongest  language  that  they  could 
command,  but  many  of  them,  (in- 
cluding J.  .M.  Adams,  William  Smith 
and  IT,  C.  H.  Nickerson)  added  that 

tliey  K.NEW  THESE  FACTS  BY  REVELA- 

Tio.x.  IT.  0,  H.  Nickerson  tooir  a 
mission  to  the  western  cam{>,  (the 
Mormons  on  their  wav  to  Utah,  W. 
W.)  visiting  on  his  w ay  most  of 
the  saints  in  Illinois  and  lowoi,  and 
meeting  this  .scandal  wherevei'  he 
w’ent,  perfectly  laughed  it  <b)wn  on 
its  OW'D  innate  folly.  Yet  such  a 
man  has  become  now  the  principal 
reiiresentati ve  of  my  oiiponents,  and 
chief  accuser  in  the  iiremises.  To 
such  shifts  are  men  driven,  to  make 
me  vile.  .\.s  I expect  to  return  to 
this  subject  again  I forbear  I’emai’ks. 

.Most  Sincei-ely, 

.1  AMES  J.  Straxo. 

The  above  is  taken  from  the  Voree 
Gospel  Herald,  Vb*)l.  3,  August  17, 
1S4S. 

At  the  time  the  above  w-as  w’ritten 
and  for  some  time  before,  it  was 
reallv  a time  of  great  trial  to  both 
the  few’  saints  who  tiaed  to  be  faith- 
ful to  the  things  of  God,  and  to  Mr. 
Strang  himself,  in  consequence  of  the 
villiany  and  the  outrageous  conduct 
of  not  only  the  above  named  apos- 
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tatew,  but  luany  ot  hers  in  Vorae.  In- 
stead of  shunning-  those  evil  chai- 
aeters  and  av(ndin<>'  their  society  as 
a jx'stileiice,  many  of  those  who  had 
a name  to  be  sfonts  would  keep  their 
company,  take  up  their  lyi n^- stoi’ies, 
bandy  them  aboiTt  and  made  it  a 
rule  to  h(dd  them  true  till  [>roved 
fals(;.  When  i)roved  false  as  Mi*. 
Stian}j>  has  said,  *‘it  was  perfectly 
lost  in  the  smoke  of  a dozen  other 
slanders.”  And  this  state  of  thing’s  i 
went  on  foi*  so  considerable  a timej 
that  he  no  longer  felt  it  obli|L*atoi*y  ; 
upon  him  to  pass  it  by  unnoticed,  j 
”1  ha  ve”  “said  he,”  treated  such  with  i 
all  ftirbearance  and  lonj^:  sufferinjz:,  i 
but  i am  worn  out  with  them.  I ; 
ca nnot  decei  ve  myself  so  far  as  not 
toseethat  on  me  they  have  done, 
their  woi-k  too  well.  I am  now  j 
reapiiifi-  the  bitter  reward  of  their  | 
friendshii)  in  the  blasting  of  that  fair  ! 
fame  over  which  a{)ostates  and  open  i 
(‘iiemies  were  powerless,  and  in  the  j 
di.sj*  i*ace  and  infamy  which  by  some  j 
means  has  been  heaped  on  all  God’s' 
prophets,  but  on  none  more  bitterly . 
Hk.VCICFOUTH  I SPUlt.V  THIOM  ANT)  ALL 
WHO  HEAR  THEIR  LIES  as 
GOD’S  AND  MY  MOST  RITTER 
ENEMIES.  I WILL  KNOW  no  dis- 
tinction UirrWEEN  THOSE  WHO  MAKE 
AND  THOSE  WHO  LOVE  LIES.  And 
when  anyone  FEARS  that  an  obvi- 
OFS  LIE  IS  THE  TRUTH,  I WILL  KNO\y 
THAT  IT  IS  BECAUSE  HE  LOVES  IT.” 

(GOSPEL  HERALD  of  AuAU«t  17 
and  24,  1848.) 

1 regret  very  much  that  want  of 
siiace  prevents  my  inserting  Mr. 
Strang’s  article  in  full,  for  there  is 
still  considerably  more  of  it.  But 
the  reader  will  perceive  that  there 
fUre  three  different  versions  given  of 
this  story  of  imposition  charged 
against  James  J. Strang.  First  that 
there  was  a loose  floor  over  head 


where  by  burningcombustibles  in  the 
chimney,  a fillar  of  light  was  jiro- 
duced  and  from  which  light  flowed 
through  the  cracks.  Second,  that 
the  decei)tion  was  accomplished  by 
rubbing  phos[)horous  and  oil  on  the 
heads  of  the  party.  Two  very  differ- 
ent i-ehearsals  of  the  same  act! 
Third,  that  the  deception  was  prac- 
ticed by  an  electric  battery  care- 
fully concealed  in  another  room,  hy 
which  FIRE  was  produ(!ed  upon  the 
HEADS  of  those  good,  but  vei*y  easily 
du[)ed(?)  [leople. 

Now  Mr.  W.  IV,  Blair,  the  next 
time  that  you  get  up  before  a con- 
gregation to  tell  them  of  Mr.  Strang’s 
imposition  upon  the  people,  wont 
you  be  accommodating  enough  to 
tell  them  which  of  these  very  differ: 
ent  and  conflicting  stories  is  the  cor- 
rect one,  and  how  you  know 
that  it  is  the  correct  one,  and 
how  you  know  that  the  oth- 
er tw'o  are  false,  — seeing  that 
each  one  is  derived  from  such  a very 
RESPECTABLE  source?  Aiid  when 
you  get  thi*ough,  wont  you  tell  them 
about  the  wicked  “walking  on  the 
water  story,”  and  the  wicked  story 
of  Joseph  getting  some  one  “to  feign 
himself  dead,”  so  that  he  might 
come  and  resurrect  him,  and  the 
Spaulding  story,  and  a good  many 
other  such  stoi’ies  told  on  Josetih 
Smith;  how  wickedly  false  all  these 
were,  and  how  correctly  true  all. 
those  told  on  James  J.  Strang  were! 
My  oriinion  is  that  any  man  who  can 
believe  the  “phosphorous  and  oil 
story”  could  swallow  anything  ever 
said  against  Joseph  Smith,  or  any 
other  pro[)het  of  God.  The  story 
that  “his  desciples  came  and  stole 
him  away  while  we  slept,”  would 
be  easy  to  let  down  in  comparison, 
and  w*hy  find  fault  with  the  Jew’s  for 
believing  it?  It  does  not  give  the 
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lie  r<)  itself  nny  more  Than  the  phos- 
p h < ) n ms— elec  trie  ba  t tery — bn  i-n  i n^ 
pitch  st<»ry  does. 

Blit  there  is  another  story  told  in 
relation  to  what  is  called  the  Voree 
Record,  to  tfie  effect  that  Mr.  Strang- 
cut  np  somebody’s  old  brass  kettle, 
and  tnannfactnred  some  plates  out 
oFit,  put  some  characters  on  them 
then  went  to  a certain  oak  tree  a 
foot  in  diameter,  and  by  boring  a 
slanting  hole  under  said  tree,  with  a 
“rafting*  auger,”  deposited  tliose 
plates  in  said  liole,  and  then  claimed 
that  God  revealed  to  him  tliat  a 
record  was  buried  there;  and  called 
for,  and  had  four  of  “the  most  hon- 
est and  intelligent  men  in  the  neigii- 
borhood,”  to  go  and  dig  ui)  this  rec- 
ord. Ami  that  all  this  was  done  to 
ju’ove  to  the  people  that  he  was  a 
great  iirophet!  Xow  the  four  men 
who  dug  up  the  reciird  have  given 
their  testimony  to  the  world  with 
their  own  names  signed  to  it,  and  it 
is  found  on  page  82  of  Prophetic  Con- 
troversy, and  in  other  documents, 
and  was  first  published  in  tlie  \T>ree| 
Hea-ald. 

That  part  of  their  testimony  which 
appears  just  here  to  be  the  most  im- 
piH’tant  is  this:  That  they  found 
the  record  some  three  or  three  and  a 
half  feet  under  that  tree,  that  “the 
case  containing  the  record  wa«  found 
EMBEDDEDin  IXDURATED,  (hard- 
ened) CRAY  so  closely  fitting  it,  that 
it  broke  in  taking  out  that  a fiat 
stone,  one  foot  wide  each  way  and 
three  inches  thick  covered  this  rec- 
ord; and  that  this  flat  stone  appear- 
ed to  have  undergone  the  action  of 
fire  and  fell  to  pieces  after  a few  min- 
utes exposure  to  the  air.” 

Now  all  that  we  have  to  say  to 
this,  is,  that  four  of  the  most  honest 
and  intelligent  men  in  the  neighbor- 
hood, who  dug  up  this  record  and 
havegiven  their  testimony  of  it  to  the 


world  over  their  own  names,  ought 
certainly  to  be  believed  before  the 
testimony  of  one  man  ADVP^RSE  to  it 
and  especially  as  his  statement  is  the 
merest  hearsay  to  the  effect  tliat  a 
certain  man,  then  deceased,  had  told 
him  so  and  so.  Then  again,  looking 
at  this  hear.say,  from  a man  known 
to  be  a base  enemy  and  adversary  of 
Mr.  Strang,  and  comparing  his  hear- 
say story  with  the  testimony  oftho.se 
four  witnesses,  it  is  immutalily  im- 
po.ssible  that  this  single  gentleman’s 
story  could  be  ti’ue.  For  remember 
that  he  has  no  quarrel  with  the  testi- 
mony of  those  four  wltne.s.ses,  but 
merely  undertakes  to  show  that 
they  were  deceived  witne.sses,  by  the 
cuning  artifice  of  Mr.  Strang.  He 
does  not  dispute  that  some  three 
feet  or  more  from  the  surface  of  the 
I ground  that  the  witne.sses  found  the 
record  covered  with  the  above  de- 
.scribed  flat  stone.  He  simply  alleg- 
es that  they  found  them  where  .Mr. 
Strang  put  them  by  means  of  a slant- 
ing auger  hole,  which  of  cour.se  he 
must  have  bored,  or  started  to  bore, 
some  three  feet  or  more  from  the 
tree. 

Now  it  does  not  matter  whether  a 
man  stood  three  feet  or  twenty  feet 
frtmi  that  tree;  for  one  thing  is  cer- 
tain beyond  cavil  or  question,  that 
no  slanting  auger  hole  could  ever 
put  that  record  under  that  flatstone, 
whether  he  stood  three  feet  or  a doz- 
en feet  from  it.  I defy  the  combined 
skill  and  wisdom  of  any  man  or  set 
of  men  on  earth  to  do  it.  If  the  per- 
son boring  the  hole  could  by  any 
means  animate  or  endow  the  aug- 
er WITH  SE.NSE,  so  that  when  it  got 
to  the  under  side  of  the  flat  stone  it 
would  bend  itself  out  of  the  angle, 
made  by  boring  and  run  on  a level 
under  the  flat  stone,  then  Ino  doubt 
IT  MIGHT  have  BEEN  DONE,  blit  Oth- 
erwise it  was  simply  impossible!  But 
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wo  are  not  yet  prepared  to  believe 
t hat  rafting'  an>»ers  are  such  very  ae- 
eominodatin^’ creatures  as  all  that. 
This  simple  little  circumstance  is  in 
itself  w«u*th  more  tlian  the  hearsay 
testimony  (d  ten  thousand  such  men 
as  Isaac  E.  Scott,  the  creature  who 
has  fj;iven  us  the  very  interesting 
‘•rafting  auger”  account  of  the  con- 
cealment and  discovery  of  tlie  Voree 
Record, 

However  men  may  reject  Mr. 
Strang  and  those  four  witnesses’  ac- 
count of  the  revelation  and  discov- 
ei’y  of  that  ancient  Voree  Record, one 
thing  is  certain,  they  do  not  reject  it 
on  reasonable  grounds,  for  those 
grounds  are  fully  as  reasonable  as 
anything  revealed  to  any  other  pro- 
phet of  God  that  is  now’  on  record 
anywhere  in  any  of  the  sacred  books. 
And  now  my  reorganized  friends  when 
ever  yon  come  acro.ss  any  of  the 
‘‘Smith  Clarks”  w’ho  so  very  gravely 
tell  you  about  .Josei)h  Smith  walk- 
ing on  theW'ater,on  abridgeof  truss- 


es with  iron  legs;  with  i)lanks  laid 
over  them  under  the  surface  CLE.vif 
.ACROSS  THE  .Mississippi,  and  that  he 
was  looking  at  him  and  saw  him  un- 
dertake the  journey,  and  saw  him 
fall  in  w’here  a steamboat  unfortu- 
nately made  an  unlucky  ga|>  in  his 
path, — just  while  you  are  enjoying  a 
little  merriment  at  these  very  inter- 
esting stories,  wajuldn’t  it  be  wi.se  to 
look  about  and  see  if  you  yourselves 
<lo  not  belong  to  the  fraternity  of 
the  “Smith  Clarks,”  and  the  Clark 
Rradeiis.  and  the  Dr.  Hurlbuts,  etc.? 
O I can’t  but  think  that  if  this  Smith 
Clark’s  w'alking  on  the  water  story 
w^as  told  on  dames  J.  Strang,  that 
Mr.  VV.  \V.  P>lair  would  have  a real 
FE.vsT  to  treasure  u{)  in  his  little  mag- 
azine of  choice  AROUME.NTS  against 
him.  Verily  theSmith  Clarks  arenot 
all  on  the  out  side  of  the  Reorganiza- 
tion! Finally  let  me  say  to  the 
reader  e.xamine  for  further  argument 
and  light.  Prophetic  Controversy, 
pages  31  and  32. 
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MR.  STRANG’S  MANLY  CHALLENGE. 


Wliatover  men  may  have  allowed  ' 
lli(MJ)selveH  to  say  wilHiilly  or  other- 
wise afi'ainst  M )•.  Stra  I!”-,  ei  t hei’  l>e- 
fore  < »r  at'  tei*  Ills  death  or  marly  rdom , 
one  thing  is  certain,  he  left  them  no 
reasonable  excuse  in  his  life  time,  for 
refusing  to  exi)ose  him  if  they  knew  ! 
there  was  finythijig  in  his  life  , or! 
teachij)gs  which  th(\v  knew  ought  to  ! 
be  exposed  as  the  follov\ing:  testi- i 
monies  vei-y  clearly  show . And  this| 
will  be  the  more  significant  as  we  | 
look  at  the  command;  ••Wherefore! 
confound  yonr  enemies;  mdl  upon  j 
linn))  to  meet  you  both  in  T)ui)lic  and  | 
in  pi-ivate,  and  inasmuch  as  ve  are  j 
faithful  their  f(d]ies  shall  be  madej 
manifest.  Wherefore  let  them  bring  j 
foi-th  their  strong  i-easorjs  against! 
the  Eoi-d.”  (Doc.  & Cov.,Sec.  71,  par. 
2.)  For  Mr.  Sti-ang  ish'eally  the  only 
man  found  aniong  thediffeient  claim- 
ar)ts  to  the  successorship  of  the  office 
held  by  .Joseph  Smith  who  ever  made 
through  his  church  organ  such  cdial- 
lengesas  are  made  belo  w.to  all  classes 
of  n)en  without  excepting  any . 

I will  first  refer  the  i^eader  to  the 
open  and  manly  challenge  sent  to 
.John  Taylor  and  0)-son  Hyde,  in  j 
IM)iladelphia,  August  30,  1840,  as  | 
found  on  i)age  10,  of  Mr.  Strong’s  | 
I^ro[)hetic  (’ontroversy.  I 

In  the  Reveille  of  July  8th,  1847,  } 
published  in  Voree,  Wis.,  Mr.  Strang  | 
Speaks  as  follows:  I 

“This  paper  will  be  open  to  both  ! 
sides  of  every  (piestion,  which  shall  | 
be  a subject  of  discussion.  We  call 
upon  our  opponents  to  open  the  col- 
umns of  their  papers,  for  the  investi- 
gation of  the  truth,  and  if  they  de- 
clinedoing so,  wecan  only  attribute  it 
to  a fear  that  they  shall  be  unable 


to  satisfy  THEIR  own  followers  of 
the  sonmlness  of  theii-po«itions.” 

A.nd  after  p)-oposii)g  some  nine  or 
ten  differen  t (inestions  for  di.sciission 
he  says: 

“(In  either  ())•  on  all  of  the  above 
points  or  any  othei-important  point  of 
difference,  westand  ready  and  WILL- 
INF.  and  ANXIOUS  to  .meet 
THE  RELKjtlOUS  WORLD,  and  the 

CHAMPIO.VS  OF  EACH  A.XD  EVERY  SECT, 
in  fail-  open  discussion;  the  Rible  be- 
ing the  standai^d  of  truth  in  points 
of  doctrine,  and  standard  historic 
works  in  i)oint of  fact.  The  tendency 
of  tile  age  is  to  investigation.  Infi- 
delity is  triumphing  over  the  follies 
of  man-made  systems  of  i-eligion. 
1 1 is  useless  and  wicked  tti  attempt 
to  njihold  that  system  which  will  not 
stand  the  test  of  reason  and  i-evela- 
tion.  * * * Come,  )iow, 

do  you  fear  investigation?  Is  there 
any  dangei-  of  a more  thorough 
study  of  the  scriiitures?  Leaders,  do 
you  fear  that  you  cannot  defend 
your  doctrines  to  the  satisfaction  of 
your  own  followei^s?  When  you  rep- 
resent ot^R  faith  AS  SUPREMELY  RE- 
DicuLous,  and  your  own  as  the 
MOST  PROP'OUNI)  TRUTH,  do  you  fear 
that  a patient  in vestigation  will  re- 
sult in  the  triumph  of  our  cause? 
Then  come  forward  and  take  iii)  the 
gauntlet  for  your  faith.’” 

.JAMES  .T.  STRANG 
.JOHN  E.  PAGE. 

Voree,  .June  Cth,  1847. 

In  the  September  following,  the 
above  challenge  was  reprinted,  and 
the  public  attention  called  to  it.  See 
Gospel  Herald,  Voree,  September  23, 
1847. 

In  the  Reveille  of  .July  22,  I8J7, 
THIRTY-THREE  q uestioiis  were  plainly 
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written  ont  nnd  pnblislied  insitinji 
tl)eClerj>y  of  Philn(lelj)hi;i  niul  of  the 
Umtki)  States  to  discuss  them  oi- 
any  one  of  them.  None  of  tliem  were 
tf\ken  ui). 

The  following  was  esi)ecially  writ- 
t(‘n  for  the  Aposta  te  Aloi-mons  in  and 
Mroiind  Voree,  Aug^.  12,  1847,  who  had 
l>een  but  a short  time  before  bearing- 
testimony  to  all,  that  God  had  re- 
v(‘aled  to  them  that  Mr.  Stranj;-  was 
Joseph  Smith’s  lawfully  appointed 
and  ordained  successor,  and  after- 
ward  had  turned  against  him  and 
d(‘nied  their  foi-mer  testimony.  An 
intelligent  strang'(‘r  called  the  edi- 
tor's attention  to  these  things  in  a 
concise  ai-ticle,  and  Mr.  Strang  i)ub- 
lished  it  in  the  Reveille  and  com- 
mented ui)on  it  as  follows: 

‘‘We  ha ve  published  the  foregoing 
IN  I’UKSIIANCE  OF  OUR  RULE  OF  OPEN- 
INO  OUR  (’OLUMNS  TO  DISCT’SSION . We 
especially  commend  it  to  the  various 
witnesses  whose  testimony  is  therein 
tilluded  to,  more  particularly  tliose 
who  gave  their  testimony  at  the 
last  April  conference.  As  these  jier- 
sons  still  pi'ofess  to  believi*  in  revela- 
tion, perluifis  they  can  answer  so 
l•(*asonable  (luestions  in  regard  to 
their  o wn  testimonies.  If  tlu y cannot 
answer  t hose  (fuestions  to  the  satis- 
faction of  reasonable  men,  let  them 
stand  condemned.  In  due  .season  if 
they  refuse  to  answer,  we  shall  take 
up  the  matter.” 

.Mr.  Strang  waited  several  weeks 
to  give  these  men  an  opportunity  to 
answer  their  own  inconsistencies, 
and  none  answering  he  finally  took 
that  matter  in  hand,  and  showed 
just  where  and  how  these  men  stoyd, 
and  the  spirit  that  had  led  them  to 
deny  their  testimony;  but  even  then 
they  did  not  respond  or  defend  them- 
selves, proving  ‘‘that  the  unjust 
knoweth  no  shame.” 


See  “Answer  to  W.”  in  25111  and 
2Gth  Numbers  of  “Zions  Reveille,  Vol. 
2.’’ 

On  the  1st  jiage  of  Gosjiel  Herald 
No.  32,  Vol.  2,  Ml*.  Strang  says: 

“It  is  univei-sally  understood  that 
I a m seeking  discussion  for  the  de- 
velo[)ment  of  religion  and  truth,  and 
that  in  my  confidence  that  truth  will 
triumph  over  en*oi*.  and  that  w(‘ 
have  truth  in  all  our  jirinciplos.  1 
ha  ve  challenged  the  world  and  at.l 
religious  parties  for  discussion.  Re- 
cently one  W.  E.  McLellin  jiassi'd 
I thi*ough  here  and  after  he  was  gone 
I his  few  adherents  reported  that  I 
I had  lieen  challenged  by  him  and  le- 
! fused  to  meet  him.  This  story  is  of 
'course  a mere  falsehood.  I never 
I REFUSED  A CIIALI.ENOE  OF  ANY  :\IAN 
ON  E.\RTII. 

I “On  McEellins  return  to  this  place 
i I sent  a friend  to  him  with  tin*  fol- 
j lowing  note: 

i This  note  contained  four  jiropo- 
j sitions;  the  third  and  fourth  of  which 
I were:  “That  n«)  man  can  stand  at 
! the  head  of  that  church  (The  Ghui’ch 
j of  Jesus  Christ  of  I.<atterDay  Saints) 
as  a Profihet,  Seer,  Revelatoi*,Trans- 
lator  and  Apostle,  but  he  that  is  ap- 
fiointed  by  revelation  of  God,  and 
oi’dained  by  the  ministration  of  an- 
gels, and  after  the  establishment  of 
the  dispensation,  the  revelation  ap- 
pointing his  successor  must  come 
through  his  firedecessor. 

“That  no  man  on  earth  wlio  has 
set  up  any  pretence  to  stand  at  the 
head  of  that  church,  excejit  James  J. 
Strang,  has  any  such  anthorit3’;  and 
they  are  all  impostors.” 

Mr.  McLellin  agreed  to  discuss 
those  (piestions,  but,  said  he  had  on- 
ly that  evening  to  spare  for  discus- 
sion, but  hewas  so  completely  used  Ilf) 
at  the  first  question,  he  did  not  try 
anv  other.  This  took  place  in  Sept., 
1817. 
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In  tli(‘  Von'o  Marcli  2,  184S, 

Vol.  2,  wo  have  thi*  following: 

“()ft(‘n  as  wo  liMvo  attoniptod  to 
call  ont  (liscnssions  fi-om  any  ainl 
A LL  parties,  we  have  jnst  hoai-d  a 
near  noighboi*  oxpros.s siirpiaso  at  onr 
saying  onr  papoi' was  (>pon  t'»  dis- 
cnssion  of  hot  h si<les  of  all  religions 
(jiiestions.  Wo  wish  all  men  to  nn 
derstaud  fi*om  this  day  forward  for- 
I'vor,  that  we  do  not  consider  truth 
a sickly  child,  and  are  perfectly  satis- 
!io(tl  to  trust  it  out  of  dooi's  in  stormy 
weatlier.  and  haye  no  doubt  that  iti 
rho  encounter  with  error  it  will  i»re- 
vail.  We  shall  have  room  in  the 
HEUALP  tN)R  OUR  OPPONENTS  AT  AI.E 

TnrEs,  and  intend  to  set  apart  a cer- 
tain space  as  everybody’s  coimei'.  So 
come  on.” 

Further  along  in  the  Herald.  Aug. 
lOth,  1848,  Mr.  Strang  thus  addresses 
himseli  to  Zenos  H.  Gurley,  who 
through  Benjamin  G.  Wi'ight  had  re- 
ceived some  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Strang’s  claims,  and  who  had  writ- 
ten to  Benjamin  in  respect  to  those 
(daims. 

“Mr.  Zenos  H.  Gurley: — Brother 
llenjamin  G.  Wright  has  put  your 
h'tter  into  my  hands,  and  I most 
cheerfully  accei)t  the  encounter  you 
|)ropose,and  in  justice  must  give  you 
the  credit  of  l)eing  the  first  man  I 
ha  ve  ever  found  who  was  willing  to 
defend  Brighamism. — if  indeed  you 
mean  so  much  by  what  yon  say.  1 
have  severally  and  personally  met 
Orson  Hyde,  .John  Tayloi*,  E.  T.  Ben- 
son and  P.  P.  Pratt  and  done  every 
thing  that  a gentlemen  could  do,  to 
call  them  out,  but  in  vain.  In  these 
gentleman  I recognized  some  of  the 
best  talent  of  the  age;  great  experi- 
(mce  in  debating,  and  a commanding 
influence  among  the  saints.  Yet  in 
the  presence  of  their  own  convei'ts, 
when  1 w’ as  a total  stranger,  they 
haye  positively,  i)ertinaciously  and 


rudely  i-efused  all  discu.ssion,  I can 
artj-il)ute  such  comluct  in  them  tv) 
nothitig  l)ut  a (Mm.scious  weakness  of 
tlieir  cause. 

Some  of  their  frienils  h{t  ve  endeav- 
ored to  excuse  them  on  tin*  presence 
that  the  (lueslion  was  jjot  one  of 
sutiicient  imi)ortance.  lint  to  this 
excuse  they  have  themselves  givcm 
the  lie.  by  more  than  twenty  <lifl‘er- 
enV  pul)lications  industriously  circu- 
lated for  the  i)Ui’pose  of  defaming  my 
character,  and  by  sending  eldei-s 
throughout  the  U.  S.  and  Great  Bi‘ir- 
ain  on  esi)ecial  missions  to  tell  lies 
about  me.  I do  not  mention  tin* 
facts  to  reproach  you  with  them. but 
as  si mi)le  facts,  showing  that  they 
ai-e  con.scious  (jf  the  weakness  of  their 
("Oise.” 

In  1850,  Mr.  Strang  in  a somewhat 
lengthly  aidicle  in  the  Gosiiel  Herald, 
says: 

■‘It  needs  no  maneuvering  to  gel 
me  into  a di.scussion^when  1 can  find 
an  opponent.”  And  he  furthersaysin 
said  article: 

•'I  have  one  un varying_rule  in  re- 
gard to  entering  into  discussion, 
which  for  the  convenience  of  all  I 
will  here  put  on  record.  I always 
debate  with  the  opponents  of  truth 
when  they  either  assume  [lositions 
plausible  to  be  likeB’  to  df^ceive,  or 
when  their  positions,  whatevei-  they 
ma3^  be,  are  suppcjrted  by  a respecta- 
ble degrtie  of  talent, character  or  influ- 
ence; or  when  they  are  at  least  par- 
tially successful  in  making  converts 
to  their  errors.”  (See  Gospel  Herald. 
Feb.  21,  1850.) 

Among  the  various'  foolish  things 
said  of  Mr.  Strang,  it  was  alleged 
that  “he  had  a fondness  for  debate.” 
in  order  “to  gratify  an  inordinate 
desire  for  notoriety.”  Men  who 
have  no  faith  in  the  Almighty  as  a 
God  of  revelation,  and  hankering  af- 
ter notoriety  themselves  are  utterly 
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f)  t a loss  to  know  what  other  nio- 
live  L’oiild  haveactnated  xMr.  Stranjj; 
in  his  in  vitatioDvS  and  ehalienjies  of 
men  of  all  ranks  to  meet  him  in  dis- 
eiission.  Mr.  Stranji,'  was  a little  too 
smart  to  be  anxious  to  make  a fool 
of  himself,  and  that  he  knew  that 
any  man  niitst  do,  who  enters  noon 
the  discMission  of  anv  question  mdess 
h(‘  knows  he  has  the  truth  on  his 
side;  but  his  real  motiv^'e  wastheeom- 
mand  of  God,  before  referred  to.  P>ut 
that  is  a commandment  that  Mr. 
Stranj>’s  enemies  never  ke[)t,  and 
have  no  notion  of  keepinji;.  They 
have  all  sadly  accused  him  both  be- 
fore and  since  his  death,  l)ut  in  his 
life  and  ministry  he  j»  a ve  them  the 
vei*y  best  oi)portunity  any  livinfi  inan 
c.ould  ask,  foi*  exposing:  “his  kvil 
DKKDS,”  “his  FR.\iji)s.’’  “and  imposi- 
tions” upon  men  if  they  would  only 
have  availed  themselves  of  it.  And 
the  simple  fact  that  they  did  not 
take  the  opportunity  that  was  then 
so  richly  offered  them  throuj»hout 
his  ministry,  shows  them  to  have 
been  a set  of  mean  and  contemiitible 
frauds  and  cowards  them.selves.  VVe 
repeat  it  with  double  emphasis: — 
TIIICY  WKKE  SI.MPLY  FILMIDS  audCOW- 
KI)S. 

The  leaders  and  founders  of  the 
reor^ianization,  botli  then,  and  since, 
ha  ve  lieen  the  loudest  in  accusing  and 
defaminj«-  him;  and  yet  with  such  an 
opportunitj'  placed  continually  be- 
fore them,  from  1844  to  1850,  they 
never  have  taken  up  the  j»auntlet  in 
defence  of  the  rijrht  if  it  had  been  on 
their  side,  or  to  expose  the  wrong  if 
it  had  been  on  his  side. 

Thus  it  has  been  all  along,  not  on- 
ly while  the  saints  were  in  Voree,but 
after  the  press  was  removed  to  Beav- 
er Island,  in  Lake  Michigan. 
Throughout  his  whole  ministry  it 
was  the  same.  And  I once  my.self 


heard  him  say  in  thecongregation  of 
the  saints,  that  “we  could  afford  to 
j iiay  a pretty  high  salai-y  to  any  man 
I wiio  would  vcdunteer  to  come  and 
I live  among  the  Latter  Day  Saints 
with  the  intention  of  exposing  theii’ 
erroi-s.  These  things  ought  to  aus(‘ 
both  Brighamitesand.Iosephitesand 
I every  other  ite  to  blush  when,  they 
i undertake  in  these  days  to  reproach 
I either  Mr.  Strang  or  the  work  he  ac- 
I cornplished. 

i With  the  above  commandment  be- 
I fore  them  what  REASONABLE  ex- 
i case  can  be  offered  by  either  the  Utah 
i leadei-s,  or  the  Josephite  leaders,  for 
j uttei’ly  refusing  to  discuss  this  (pie.s- 
I tion  of  the  right  of  leadei-ship  in  the 
j columns  of  their  church  organs? 
j Should  they  be  anxious  to  ke^p  the 
! ti-uth  in  the  dark  if  they  have  it  in 
possession? 

If  .Ml*.  Strang’sstanding  as  an  hon- 
orable man  had  been  in  anyway 
darkened  or  sririttedin  theeast  before 
he  came  to  Burlington,  Wis.,  doyou 
reader  as  a reasonable  man,  think 
he  dare  put  forth  such  a defense  as 
tlie  foregoing  and  .send  it  forth  to  the 
very  land  hehad  justcomefi*om,  with 
such  a challenge  as  it  contained? 
With  [uiblic  newspapers  in  all  direct- 
ions all  anxious  to  exjiose  him  both 
in  that  iTgion,  and  state,  and  all  ad- 
joining states,  would  heorany  other 
sensible  man  put  forth  such  a defense 
and  challenge  as  that? 

In  his  defeii.se  touching  the  “pho.s- 
phorous  and  oil  story,”  and  other 
stories  why  did  not  these  men  arise 
in  self  defen.se  and  vindicate  them- 
selves, and  show  the  imposition  of 
Mr.  Strang?  If  they  feared  injustice 
why  did  not  they  insert  their  defense 
in  some  other  paper  and  send  it 
marked  to  James  J.  Strang? 


PRdrUEriC  CONTROVERSY  NO.  4. 


R) 


DOES  THE  PROPHETIC  OFFICE  HELD  BY  JOSEPH  SMITH  60  BY 

LINEAL  RIGHT? 


I afiii'ni  most  earnestly  and  ern- 
pliatieally  that  it  dcjes  not.  'I'he 
s(M-ir)tni'es  botli  oF  ancient  and  mod-  j 
ern  times  empha tically  deny  tlijjt  it 
does.  From  the  be^innins 
end  of  the  Bible,  there  is  not  a sinji,ie 
l)assa«e  to  sustain  it.  Joseph  in 
E^ypt  was  tlie  first  one  in  thelineage  j 
of  Abraham  that  held  that  office,  j 
Moses  was  the  next  one  in  the  family  I 
of  Abraham  that  held  it,  and  he  was  ! 
of  the  tribe  of  Levi,  and  Joseph  and  j 
Moses  lived  something  like  400  years  I 
ai)art.  Instead  of  one  being  chosen  i 
out  of  Moses’ lineage  to  lead  after  j 
him,  Joshua  the  son  of  Xum  was  i 
chosen,  and  he  was  of  the  tribe  of  | 
Ephi-aim,  (Num  18:  S,  14:  0,  39.)  j 

Othniel  was  of  the  tribe  of  Judah,  i 
(Judges  3:  9,  Num. .13:  fi.)  i 

Ehnd  was  of  the  tribe  of  Benjamin.  | 
(Judges  3:  15.)  j 

Shamgar  was  the  son  of  A?iath,  ! 
(Judges  3:  31) 

Debora,  a proi)hetess,  was  of  the 
tribe  of  Ephraim,  (Judges  4:  4,  5.) 

Gideon  was  of  the  tribe  of  Manas- 
sah,  (Judges  0:  15. j 

Fola  was  of  the  tribe  of  Issachar, 
(Judges  10:  1.) 

Jair  was  of  the  tribe  of  Manas- 
sah,  (Judges  10:  3,  Num.  32:  40.) 

Jephtha  was  of  the  tribe  of  Ma- 
nassah,  (Judges  11:  1.)  Ibzan  was 
of  the  tribe  of  Judah.  (Judges  12:  S.) 

Elon  was  of  the  tribe  of  Lebuhm, 
(Judges  12:  11,12.)  Abdon  was  of 
Ephraim,  (Judges  12:  15.)  Sampson 
was  of  tribe  of  Dan,  (.Tudges,  13:  2, 
24.)  Samuel  was  of  the  tribe  Ei)hra- 
im,  (Samuel  1:1.) 

Nathan  and  Gad’s  lineage,  and  al- 
so that  of  Abijah,  I have  not  been 
able  to  find. 

Elijah  was  of  the  tribe  of  Manas- 


sah,  a Tishbite.  (1st  Kings  17:  1, 
Num.  32:  39,  40.) 

Elisha  was  the  son  of  Shaphat, 
(1st  Kings  19:  IG.')  Micaiah  was 
the  son  of  Imlah,  (1st  Kings  22:  S.) 

Isaiah  was  the  son  of  Amos,  (Is.  1: 
1.)  Jeremiah  was  of  the  tribe  (»f 
Levi,  (Jer.  1:1.  Josh  21:  13-18.) 

Ezekiel  was  of  the  tribe  of  Levi. 
(Ezekiel,  1 : 3. ) Daniel  was  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah,  (Dan.  1:G.)  Amos 
was  not  a.  prophet’s  son,  (.A.mos  7: 
14.) 

Hosea.  was  the  son  of  Beeri,  (IIos. 
1:  1.)  Joel  was  the  son  of  Pettumel, 
(Joel  1:  1.) 

Jonah  was  theson  of  Amitai,  (Jon- 
ah 1:  1.)  Micah  was  the  son  of  a 
Morasthite,  (Micah  1:1.) 

Nahum  was  an  Elkoshite,  (Nahum 
1:  1.)  Obadiah  and  Habbakuk’s  lin- 
eage are  not  on  record. 

Zei)haniah  was  the  son  of  (’ushi, 
(Zeph.l;!.)  Zacheriah  was  the  son 
of  Berechiah , (Zach.  1 : 1.)  Malachi’s 
lineage  is  not  in  the  Bible.  Zacharias 
and  his  son  John  the  Baptist,  w('r(‘ 
both  of  Aaron  of  the  tribe  of  Levi, 
(Luke  1:  5-13.)  Jesus  was  of  the 
tribe  of  Judah,  ( Heb.  7:  14.)  P(‘tei* 
was  the  son  of  Jonah,  (.John  1:  42.) 
James  was  the  son  of  Alpheus,  (Acts 
1:  13,)  or  otherwise  James  and  John 
were  sons  of  Zebedee.  Joseph  Smith 
was  ()f  the  tribe  of  Ei)hraim,  and  we 
shall  add  that  .Tames  J.  Strang  was 
of  the  tribe  of  Judah. 

So  far  as  the  Bible  is  concerned 
there  is  not  a SHADOW  of  evidence 
that  the  Prophetic  office  goes  down 
to  i)OSterity  by  lineal  right.  Adding 
to  all  this  testimony  the  further  fact 
that  the  prophetic  office  “is  WITH- 
OUT DESCENT,”  that  it  comes  “by 
neither  father  nor  mother,”  and  that 
men  received  it  “on  account  of  their 
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EXCEEDING  FAITH,  fUUl  ftOOd  WOrks,” 
as  tlie  Prophet  Aliaa  has  told  us 
THREE  DIFFERENT  times  ill  the  9th 
and  10th  eliapters  of  his  book. 

Inhaiiiiony  with  all  this  the  An- 
gel of  God  who  anointed  James  J. 
Strang  says  in  the  act  <»f  ordaining 
him:  “Thou  hast  loved  lighteous- 
ness  and  hated  iniquity,  THERE- 
FORE thy  God  hath  anointed  thee 
with  oil  and  set  thee  above  all  thy 
fellows,”  etc.  (Book  of  the  Law,[)age 
109:  8.) 

Very  similar  words  were  used  at 
the  ordination  of  Jesus  Christ,  (Heb. 
1:9.) 

Now  as  said  before,  there  are  offi- 
ces in  the  Priesthood  that  go  by  line- 
al right,  and  the  foundeis  of  tlu^  Re- 
organized church  not  having  the 
spirit  of  truth  to  guide  tliein  in  those 
matters,  confound  one  with  the  oth- 
er, so  as  to  set  it  forth  and  try  to 
make  it  appear  that  ALL  the  offices 
of  the  Priesthood  go  by  lineal  right. 
The  Priesthood  of  Aaron  is  a lineal  i 
juiesthood  in  all  its  grades,  (Exod. 
40:  la  to  15;  Num.  20:  23  to  20.)  The 
Kingly  office  goesby  lineal  right  and 
also  the  office  of  Bishops.  Tlie  office 
of  Patriarch  goes' iiy  lineage  as  in  the 
case  of  Abraham.  Isaac  and  Jacob 
and  as  in  the  case  of  old  Joseph 
Smith  and  its  passing  from  him  to 
his  oldest  son  Hyrum,  and  from  Hy- 
rurn  to  William  who  was  the  ‘next 
heir  to  it,  after  Hyrum  was  taken, 
and  then  young  Joseph,  was  called  to 
it  through  the  Proiihet  James,  and 
we  are  told  that  he  was  ordained  to 
it,  but  young  Joseph  denies. 

The  office  of  the  High  Priest  who  pre- 
sides over  large  disti’icts  oi*  bodies  of 
saints  as  Jethro,  and  the  head  of 
each  of  the  tribes  of  Israel,  and  many 
others  go  by  lineal  right.  But  there 
isalltogether  too  much  direct,  posi- 
tive and  HisTORiCAi.  evidence  and 


testimony  to  the  contrary  to  believe 
for  one  moment  that  this,  ‘'the most 
holy  order”  (»f  the  Priesthood,  goes 
by  lineal  right.  How,  or  by  what 
right  did  Samuel, the  Lamanite,come 
in  possession  of  this  order  of  the 
priesthood,  if  it  ran  in  the  family  of 
Nephi  by  lineal  right,  which  of  course 
it  did,  if  it  is  so  transmitted?  And 
how  did  Alma, the  son  of  Alma, come 
to  possess  it,  since  neither  he  nor  his 
father  had  any  family'  relationship 
to  the  Prophetand  King  Mosiah  who 
lived  contemporai'y  with  these  two 
Almas?  And  again  how  came  Mor- 
mon, a stranger  by  blood  to  his  pre- 
decessor, Amaron,  to  claim  the  right 
to  this  priesthood,  if  it  goes  down  by 
lineal  right? 

“The  Book  of  Ether  is  in  agreement 
with  all  the  other  sacred  books,  on 
the  matter  of  obtaining  the  holy 
priesthood  after  the  order  of  the  son 
of  God.” 

“Behold  it  was  by  faith  that  they 
of  old  were  called  after  the  holy  or- 
der of  God,”  (Ether,  Chap.  5:  l.)Not 
a word  about  lineal  right. 

But  some  one  may  say'  that  Alm|L 
conferred  the  office  of  High  Priest  u{)- 
on  Alma  his  son,  “and  had  given 
him  the  charge  concerning  all  the  af- 
fairs of  the  church.”  I answer  that 
Mosiah,  who  was  the  High  Priest  af- 
ter the  order  of  the  son  of  God,  and 
the  two  Almas  were  all  contempo- 
rary or  living  at  the  same  time,  and 
they  therefore  ccyild  not  have  been 
all  prophets  after  the  order  of  the  son 
of  God.  The  second  Alma  v\  as  also 
ordained  under  the  hands  of  his  fath- 
er Alma,  and  therefore  if  the  father 
were  a prophet  of  this  order,  the  son 
could  not  be. 

What  a monstrous  set  of  fools  all 

Israel  were  in  the  event  of  Moses  and 

# 

other  great  prophets  being  taken 
from  them,  that  they  did  not  get  u[) 
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and  choose  one  of  tlieir  sons — the 
first  horn — and  call  “a  general  con- 
ference,” or  get  “the  direction  of  a 
high  council”  to  di)*ecthis  ordination 
to  succeed  his  father,  in  the  [)rophetic 
olIi(‘e!  And  how  blind  was  Moses  to 
the  rights  of  his  children  to  call  upon 
and  anoint  Joshua,  the  son  of 

Nun,  IX  THE  SIGHT  OF  ALE  ISRAEL  TO 
LEAD  THEM  IN  AND  OUT  AND  HERE  AND 
THERE  AND  EVERYWHERE,”  if  hiS  pro- 
phetic priesthood  went  by  lineage. 
Why  bless  me,  if  the  Gurleys,  Briggses 
and  Blairs  had  been  there  they  could 
have  told  them  all  about  it!  They 
could  have  clearly?  and  plainly?  told 
them  that  the  revelation  that  Moses 
received  from  God  appointing  Josh- 
ua to  lead  the  people  was  all  wrong 
and  of  the  devil  and  ought  to  have 
been  “tested,”  and  cast  aside  as  a 
false  revelation.  And  similar  remarks 
might  be  made  touching  every  suc- 
cession from  Adam  to  Joseph. 

VVhen  we  read  that  this  office  is 
WITHOUT  DESCENT, that  itcomes 
(LINEALLY)  neither  by  FATHER 
NOR  MOTHER,  (Inspired  Heb.  7:  3, 
Gen.  14:  28,)  that  ought  to  end  all 
controversy  on  the  subject,  but  it 
seems  it  does  not  with  some  men; 
they  are  bound  to  have  it  otherwise. 
Th^are  bound  that  God  shall  not 
mean  what  he  says,  nor  say  what  he 
means. 

Does  the  Book  of  Doctrineand  Cov- 
enants any  where  tell  us  that  THIS 
ORDER  or  office  of  the  Priesthood 
goes  b^Hineal  right?  Not  in  a single 
instance,  but  it  does  tell  us  that  just 
as  Joseph  Smith  received  it,  so  all 
who  ever  held  it  received  it.  At  any 
rate  the  faith  by  which  Joseph  ob- 
tained it,  is  the  faith  by  which  all 
prophets  received  or  obtained  it. 
“Now  Melchizedec  was  a man 
of  faith,  who  wrought  righteous- 
ness, and  when  a child  he  feared  God 


and  stopped  the  mouths  of  lions,  and 
quenched  the  violence  of  fire,  and 
i THUS  HAVING  BEEN  APPROVED 
OF  GOD,  he  was  ordained  a High 
Priest  after  the  order  of  the  * * * 

son  of  God. 

“And  I would  thatyeshould  remem- 
ber that  THE  Lord  God  ordained 
priests  after  ills  holy  ordei-,  which 
was  after  the  order  of  his  son,  to 
teach  these  things  unto  the  people.” 
And  a little  farther  along  he  (Alma) 
tells  us  that  “IT  WAS  ON  ACCOUNT 
of  their  EXCEEDING  FAITH,  and 
GOOD  WORKS,”  (Alma,  Chap.  9:  6.) 
Not  a word  about  lineal  right  <loes 
he  mention,  nor  does  any  one  of  the 
Prophets  of  God  when  speaking  of 
THIS  order  of  the  priesthood  mention 
it. 

“Now  as  I said  concerning  the  ho- 
ly order  of  THIS  priesthood;  there 
were  many  who  were  ordained  and 
became  high  priests  of  God,  and  IT 
WAS  ON  ACJWNT  OF  THEIR 
EXCEEDING  FAITH  and  repent- 
ance, and  their  RIGHTEOUSNESS  before 
God,  they  choosing  to  reiient  and 
work  rigliteoiisness  rather  than  to 
perish;  THEREF''ORE  they  wen? 
called  after  THIS  Holy  order.” 

“Now  this  Melchizedec  was  a King 
over  the  land  of  Salem,  and  his  peo- 
ple had  waxed  strotig  in  iniquity , and 
abominations,  yea  they  had  all  gone 
astray;  they  were  full  of  wickedness 
but  Melchizedec  having  exercised 
MIGHTY  FAITH,  aiul  received  the  office 
of  the  High  Priesthood  accoi’ding  to 
the  Holy  order  of  God,  did  preach  re- 
pentance unto  his  people,  and  behold 
they  did  repent;  and  Melchizedick  did 
establish  peace  in  the  land  in  his  days 
therefore  he  was  called  the  prince  of 
peace,  and  he  did  reign  under  his 
father,  (that  is  as  Joseph  reigned  un- 
der Pharaoh.)  Now  there  were  many 
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bOoi-o  him,  and  also  many  after  him 
but  NONE  WERE  GREATER,”  (Al- 
ma, (diap.  10:  1,  2.) 

In  hol(linj>  this  j^reatest  of  all  offi- 
ces in  the  priestlKJod  lie  became  a 
very  distinguished  type  of  the*  son  of 
God,  and  also  by  his  righteousness. 
Not  a word  about  receiving  it  iiy 
‘‘lineal  right.” 

As  .Vloses  received  a lesser  order  of 
the  priesthood  under  the  hand  of 
Jethro,  his  father-in-law,  so  also  did 
Melchizedic  receive  a lesser  order  of 
the  priesthood  under  the  hands  of  his 
fathers  'vho  held  it,  down  from  Noah 
and  indeed  all  the  men  who  have 
held  the  most  holy  order  of  the  priest- 
hood, have  lieen  oi’dained  to  some 
one  or  other  of  the  lesser  offices  be- 
fore they  obtained  this  greatest  of 
all.  “They; received  not  a fullness  at 
the  first.”  It  may. be  said  Melchize- 
dec  received  this  highest  order  of  the 
priesthood  from  his  fathi*rs  by  lineal 
right,  because  of  the  saying  in  Doc. 
& Cov.  Sec.  83:  2,  which  says:  “And 
the  sons  of  Moses  according  to  the 
holy  priesthood  which  he  received 
under  the  hands  of  Jethro,  and  Jeth- 
ro received  it  under  the  hand  of 
(Jaleb,  and  Caleb  received  it  under 
the  hand  of  Elihu,”  and  so  on  down 
to  Abraham,  who  received  it  under 
the  hand  of  Melchizedec,  “who  re- 
ceived it  through  the  lineage  of  his 
fathers  till  Noah.”  etc.  But  this  is 
self  evidently  another  and  very  dif- 
ferent priesthood  to  that  held  by  the 
son  of  God;  for  this  none  but  one  can 
hold  at  the  same  time,  while  that 
received  by  Moses  under  the  hand 
of  Jethro  many  could  hold  it 
at  the  same  time.  For  these 
sons  of  Mos(‘S  when  the  temples  of 
God  are  built  at  the  gathering  places 
will  be  numerous  and  all  will  hold 
this  same  lineal  priesthood  of  Jethro 
and  administer  in  those  temples,  but 


above  them  there  must  be  one  like 
Moses  and  Melchizedec  to  direct  them 
in  their  ministry. 

Joseph  Smith  has  assured  us  bi^ 
the  word  of  God,  that  no  one  would 
be  raised  up  to  hold  the  office  he  was 
ordained  to  as  a revelator  to  the 
church  during  his  ministry;  and  as 
this  was  true  of  all  prophets  of  the 
most  high  God,  (for  we  see  it  every- 
where in  their  life  and  history,)  it  is 
to  be  presumed  that  Gi^d  always  did 
work  according  to  this  iiattern.  But 
those  holding  this  other  jiriesthood 
were  numerous  at  the  same  time.  So 
then  this  latter  priesthood  is  not  the 
order  held  by  Joseph  Smith,  or  any 
other  prophet  of  God. 

It  is  not  the  order  by  which  Moses 
led  Israel  out  of  Egypt.  If  Jethro 
held  this  highest  order  of  trie  priest- 
hood it  would  have  been  an  act  of 
usurpation  for  Moses  to  have  under- 
taken to  go  down  to  Egyjit  unless 
the  word  of  the  Lord  had  lii-st  come 
through  Jethro,  directing  it,  and 
Jethro  would  in  fact  have  been  the 
proper  person  himself  for  God  to  send 
on  such  a misrsion. 

But  we  are  doubly  assured  that 
the  [iriesthood  by  which  Moses 
led  Israel  out  of  Kgypt  was  given  to 
him  by  the  hands  of  Angels.  As  “He 
whom  they  refused  saying, who  made 
thee  a ruler  and  a Judge  the  same 
did  God  send  to  be  a RULER  and  a, 
Delivei’er,  by  the  hand  of  the  angel 
that  aiipeared  unto  him  in  the  bush,” 
(Acts  7:  35.)  “Who  was  ordained 
BY  THE  HAND  OF  ANGELS  to  be 
a mediator  of  this  covenant,  the 
Law.”  (Inspii’ed  Gal.  3:  19.) 

None  of  Moses’  fathers  ever  held 
any  such  priesthood  as  that  held  by 
Moses,  and  therefore  he  did  not  re- 
ceive it  by  lineal  right.  None  of  the 
fathers  of  Joseph  Smith  ever  held  his 
priesthood  and  therefore  it  w’as  not 
transmitted  by  lineal  right.  None  of 
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the  fatliers  uf  Jesus  accorditif*’  to  the 
flesh  ever  held  the  prophetic  office, 
tlierefore  he  could  not  have  inherited 
it  from  them.  Moreover  as  none  of 
tlie  s<jns  of  Moses  were  ever  called  to 
hold  his  priesthood;  nor  were  the 
sons  of  any  other  prophet  of  the 
Bible  ever  so  called,  the  conclusion  is 
just  that,that  i)riesthoofl  “IS  WITH- 
OUT DESCENT,”  it  comes  neither 
BY  FATHER  nor  MOTHER,  and 
consequently  it  is  not  thelineal  ri^*ht 
of  any  man,  and  NEVER  was. 

There  is  another  thinji  to  be  looked 
at  in  thisconnection.  Abraham  and 
Melchizedec  were  conteini)oraries. 
Melchizedec  in  his  day  as  said  above, 
held  this  highest  order  of  the  holy 
priesthood;  and  for  that  reason  Abra- 
ham did  not  hold  it,  and  could  not 
as  two  could  not  hold  it 
at  the  same  time;  and  as  A.b- 
raham  DID  NOT  HOLD  IT,  he 
could  not  transmit  it  by  lineal  right 
allowing  that  it  does  go  by  lineage, 
which  it  does  not.  Abraham  as  his 
name  implies  was  a Great  Father,  or 
a great  patriarch,  a mighty  prince, 
but  he  was  not  a prophet  like  unto 
Moses,  nor  Melchizedec,  nor  Joseph 
Smith. 

S(jnson  this  continent  held  the  pro- 
phetic office  sometimes  after  thefath- 
ers  but  it  is  no  where  said  in  the  Book 
of  Mt)rmon  that  they  held  it  by  lineal 
right.  The  Book  of  Mormon  d(jes 
not  contradict  the  Bible,  and  there- 
fore as  the  Bible  says  that  this  offlce 
is  “without  descent,”  we  may  rest 
assured  that  the  Book  of  Morinon 
will  not  tell  us  otherwise.  If  sous 
held  it  after  the  fathers,  it  was  be- 
cause like  the  fathers  they  sought  it 
by  faith,  just  as  Moses  and  Noah, 
and  Melchizedec,  and  Elijah,  and 
John  the  Revelator,  and  Joseph 
Smith  sought  it.  Nei)hi  greatly 
desired  to  know  and  to  see  the  great 
things  that  his  father  saw,  and  by 


his  i)rayers  and  d(‘sires  found  it,  and 
it  was  no  doubt,  as  he  learned  these 
things,  so  all  learned  and  came  in 
possession  of  them.  Where  then  is 
the  doctrine  found  that  teaches  that 
this  office  goes  l)y  lineal  riglit?  I'll 
tell  you  were  it  is  found.  You  can 
ffnd  it  in  great  suiiply  and  i)i’ofusion 
in  the  writings  of  Mr.  W.  W.  Blaii*, 
and  others  of  his  leading  brethren. 
You  can’t  find  it  any  wlnu-e  else,  .You 
can’t  find  it  in  any  of  the  b(.)oks  of 
God.  And  there  are  man}’  (jther 
things  in  these  Reorganized  men’s 
writings  that  are  equally  false  and 
absurd. 

What  a set  of  prophets  we  would 
have  had  on  this  earth,  if  the  pro- 
phetic office  had  been  confined  to  the 
lineage  of  any  one  man  who  has  held 
it!  If  it  went  by  lineal  right,  that 
would  shut  all  others  out  of  any 
such  privilege.  And  with  plenty  of 
Blairs  and  Briggses  and  Gurleys  ready 
to  i‘un  after  “the  lineal  heirs,”  and 
drag  them  into*  their  fatliers’  officti, 
the  Lord  God  Almighty  only  ctjuld 
tell  the  sort  of  a world  we  would 
have  here  below!!!  PerhaiJs  not  one 
in  a thousand  of  them  would  ever 
feel  under  any  obligation  to  humble 
himself  before  God  by  fasting  and 
prayer  as  their  great  predecessor 
did,  who  obtained  the  right  to  stand 
in  the  presence  of  God  and  talk  with 
him  face  to  face,  and  bring  his  laws 
and  his  counsels  topoormortal  man, 
to  lift  him  from  oppression,  slavery 
and  death.  Devils  would  laugh  and 
rejoice  in  such  projihets^  and  their 
ministers  in  this  world  temporal  and 
spiritual  would  like  nothing  better. 
Indeed  they  would  like  such  [irophets, 
and  the  things  of  God  one  by  one 
would  be  laid  aside  and  disappear 
from  the  earth. 

A more  gross  and  unfounded  heresy 
has  never  been  promulgated  among 
men  than  this;  that  the  prophetic 
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office  goes  by  lineaj»e.  I intend  with 
the  grace  of  God  to  strike  at  this 
daninabledoctriiie  while  I live  wheth- 
er it  lives  or  dies,  but  I can’t  think 
tha t any  honest  man  can  read  this 
little  treat ise  over  once  without  los- 
ing entire  faith  in  it. 

We  now  turn  to  the  ccnisider- 
eration  of  the  (jnestion:  Who 

can  ordain  to  this  most  holy  order 
of  the  everlasting  priesthood?  God’s 
ministers  are  all  ordaine<l  from  the 
least  unto  the  great(  st.  and  theman- 
ner  of  conferring  the  priesthood  is 
the  same  in  all  cases;  namely  l»y  the 
laying  on  of  the  hands  of  those  who 
hold  it.  There  is  not  a single  testi- 
mony in  all  the  pages  of  holy  writ 
that  teaches  us  that  the  priesthood 
in  any  one  of  its  grades  can  be  ob- 
taiiM*<l  only  under  tlu^  hands  of  those 
wlio  hold  it.  All  men  holding  any 
office  in  the  |»riesthood  can  ordain  all 
gra<les  of  priesthood  below  them- 
selves, and  up  to  their  own  level  l)ut 
no  higher.  This  is  true  of  all  offices 
in  the  i)riesthood.  I know  very  well 
that  the  Reorganiza tion  has  taught 
fr-om  its  v(‘ry  itifancy  that  the  lesser 


pnjphet,  patriarch  or  apostle  that 
ever  lived  from  Adam  to  Joseph 
Smith  to  the  effect  that  any  man  can 
lavAdully  confer  upon  anotheran  office 
in  the  pi-iesthocal  that  he  does  not 
hold  himself.  I simply  a.pi)eal  to  and 
challenge  that  class  known  as  Reor- 
ganized Mormons  to  do  it,  because 
they  alone  are  organized  and  built 
upon  the  princii)le  that  the  lesser  can 
ordain  to  the  greater  offices  in  the 
priesthood,  for  no  other  Mormons 
have  ever  taught  such  a doctrine; 
and  lest  any  one  not  acquainted 
with  this  matter  should  doubt  that 
the  Reorganized  Mcuanons  ever 
taught  thatdoctrijie,!  will  here ins(U’t 
the  founders  very  words  used  in  a 
very  early  day  in  their  history  in 
jiistificatioti  of  ordaining  Young 
Josef>h  and  (Rhers  by  their  inferiors 
in  office:  “It  has  been  taught  that 
no  person  or  persons  could  ordain 
another  to  a higher  office  than  they 
themselves  held,  this  has  hardly  been 
questioned  UNITE  OF  LATE,  and 
this  is  a good  time  to  expose  THAT 
FOI.LY.’’  (See  fiage  OJ,  Vol.  l,of 


cajj  ordain  to  any  degreeatiove  itself  i the  Saints  HertUld.) 


and  that  it  w;m  upon  this  principle 
that  all  their  leading  m(*n.  including 
their  pr(q)het,  have  been  ordained, 
but  there  is  absolutely  nothing  writ- 
ten in  the  law  and  the  testimony  of 
God  t<»  sustain  it.  Ti>ey  have  twist- 
(*<1  and  strained,  and  distorted  some 
thingsoutof  shapein  ordei*  to  make 
thetn  conform  to  their  notions,  but 
thereis  not  a single  law  or  testimony 
of  God  anywhere  written  that  either 
countetiances  or  sustains  the  doc- 


Thus  the  precedents  which  vve 
have  in  all  |)ast  ages  of  the  gi(‘at(‘r 
ordaining  the  h‘sser,  and  all  oi-ditia- 
tions  coming  from  the  head — the  su- 
perior to  the  inferior,  is  here  con- 
demned as  folly  by  these  very  wise(?f 
Reorganized  master  builders!!  And 
to  give  color  to  tiieir  foolish  pro- 
ceedings they  (jiiofe  Acts  13:  1-3,  i) re- 
suming that  the  persons  who  there 
ordained  Paul  and  Barnabas  weie 
not  clothed  with  an  auth(»rity  or 


trine  1 ha t the  lesser  can  confer  t he  ! pi'iesthood  equal  to  that  which  they 


greater  offices  in  the  priesthood,  for 
the  sim|)lest  of  all  I’easons  that  no 
man  can  confer  upon  another  that 
which  he  does  not  possess  himself. 

I defy  all  the  Mortmms on  theearth 
to  find  a single  testimony  from  any 


conferred  on  them.  Of  course  we  are 
not  informed  what  office  the 
ordainers  in  this  case  held,  but  what 
is  there  in  this  i)assage  that  teaches 
us  to  believe  that  it  was  less  than 
they  conh'rred?  Positively  nothing. 
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Below  I append  another  Kaniple  of 
their  assumptions,  and  ji^ross  per- 
versions. It  will  be  remeinbei  ed  tliat 
sometime  after  Joseph  Smith  and 
Oliver  Co wdery  were  ordained  to  the 
Aaronic  Priesthood  under  the  hands 
of  John  the  Baptist,  and  they  had 
baptised  each  other  by  that  authori- 
ty, that  they  then  be^an  to  feel  anx- 
ious to  obtain  the  greater  pidesthood 
which  thej'  were  promised;  in  order 
that  they  might  receive  the  gift  of 
the  Holy  Spirit,  by  the  laying  on  of 
hands,  and  proceed  to  build  up  the 
church  according  to  its  ancient  pat- 
tern. So  they  proceeded  to  ask  the 
Almighty  in  Jesus’  name,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  conferred  upon  them. 
So  Joseph  says,  in  speaking  of  this 
event:  “Here,  to  our  unspeakable 

satisfaction,  did  we  realize  the  truth* 
of  the  Saviour’s  promise:  Ask  and  ye 
shall  receive,  knock  and  it  shall  be 
opnened  we  had  not 

engaged  in  f e r^n TlpT^a^^r , 
vvdien  the  word  of  the  Lord  came  inw 
to  us,  that  I should  ordain  Oliver, 
of  Jesus  Christ;  and  that  he  also 
should  ordain  me  to  the  same  office, 
.and  then  to  ordain  others  as  it  should 
be  made  known  to  us  from  to  time. 
(Mill.  Star,  Vol.  14:  20.) 

“Here,”  says  the  Reorganized  lead- 
er, “we  have  Aaronic  Priests,  receiv- 
ing revelations  to  ordain  each  other 
TO  THE  HIGHER,  or  Melchizedec 
priesthood;  Aaronic  priests  com- 
manded to  ordain  each  other  to  a 
far  higher  office  THAN  THEY  HELD 
viz.,  to  the  office  of  an  elder.”  And 
again  says  this  same  leader,  “By 
these  two  quotations,  we  learn  that 
the  commandments  upon  which  the 
church  was  organized,  came  to  Jos- 
ei)h  and  Oliver,  and  that  the  or- 
dination of  both  to  be  elders 
and  apostles  was  administered  un- 


der each  others  hands,  and  this  as 
before  shown,  was  by  thedirectcom- 
mand  of  God  to  both  of  them,  WHEN 
NEITHER  OF  THEM  was  PRESI- 
DENT OF  THE  CHURCH  or  piiest- 
hood.  Now  if  all  tliis  could  be  done 
in  1830  and  befoi'e,  why  not  similar 
revelations  and  ordinations  be  had 
in  1852-3  in  the  reorganization  of  the 
church.”  (See  Saints  Herald  of  Ap- 
ril 12th,  18()0,  page  233.  See  also 
Prophetic  Controversy,  No.  3,  r)age 
17.) 

The  reader  will  perceive  that  the 
above  is  written  in  defense  of  tlui 
doctrine  that  the  lessei*  can  ordain 
to  the  greater  offices  in  the  i)riest- 
hood;  with  the  self  evident  intention 
of  making  the  things  of  God  confoian 
to  their  notions  instead  of  bringing 
their  noti<jns  into  conformity  to  the 
things  of  God.  But  one  very  impor- 
tant fact,  either  from  mere  ignorance 
or  design,  is  kept  in  the  dark  here; 
namely,  that  Peter,  James  and  John 
had  already  been  sent  to  both  Joseph 
and  Oliver  in  answer  to  pi‘ayer,  and 
conferred  the  same  priesthood  ui)on 
Joseph  which  the^^  each  in  their  life 
times  were  ordained  to,  and  a lesser 
degree  upon  Oliver,  which  made  Jos- 
eph the  first  elder  and  apostle  to 
Oliver,  while  Oliver  was  made  the 
second  elder  in  the  church.  The  idea 
that  the  Almighty  commanded  two 
men  holding  ONLY  the  office  of  Aaron- 
ic priests,  to  go  to  work  and  ordain 
each  other  ELDERS  and  even  apostles 
of  the  Melchizedec  priesthood  is  blas- 
phemy unparalleled.  And  onecannot 
but  feel  astounded  to  think  that  such 
a thought  could  ever  cree})  into  the 
human  heart. 

God  says  to  .loseph  in  March,  1821), 
“Verily  I say  unto  yon,  that  woe 
shall  come  unto  the  inhabitants  of 
the  earth,  if  they  will  not  harken  un- 
to my  words;  for  HEREAFTER  you 
shall  BE  ORDAINED,  and  go  forth 
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.•Hid  (loliver  my  words  nnto  the  cdiil- 
dren  of  men.  (Sec.  4,  Doc.  and 
(’ov.) 

The  reader  will  perceive  then  that 
in  March,  1821),  that  neither  Joseph 
nor  Oliver  were  (jrdained  to  the  Mel- 
chized(‘c  priesthood.  But  on  April  (5, 
1830,  both  Josef)h  and  Oliver  were 
called  elder.s  and  apostles;  Jos- 
<‘ph  the  first  in  decree  and  Oliver  the 
second.  (Doc.  and  Cov.  sec.  19:1.) 
And  in  five  months  after  this  God 
tells  these  men  that  he  h.ad  sent  unto 
them  Petei’,  James  andJohn  (angels) 
l)y  whom  Ik'  had  oudained  tiiiom  to 
inc  APOSTLics,  and  to  the  same  keys 
and  ministry  that  he  had  put  upon 
them  or  that  he  had  revealed  to  these 
heavenly  messengers  in  their  time  of 
life.  (See  Doc.  and  Cov.  sec,  0:  2.) 

Now  then,  it  is  plain  that  between 
these  two  points  of  time, March  1829, 
and  April  6,  18.30,  Joseph  and  Oliver 
weie  ordained  Apostles,  NOT  of  the 
<luorum  of  the  Twelve,  but  to  be 
apostles  of  a higher  order,  such  as 
that  above  promised  to  Peter.  James 
and  John  according  to  Sec.  0:  2.  That 
is  to  saj^  .Joseph  was  ordained  to 
this  order  and  Oliver  to  the  inter- 
mediate ai)ostleship, between  Joseph 
and  that  of  the  Twelve.  (See  also 
Sec.  17:  1,  Doc.  and  (^ov.)  Here  are 
Fouit  different  testimonies,  that  Jos- 
ei)h  Smith  was  ordained,  under  the 
hands  of  angels  to  be  the  prophet, 
seer,  revelator  and  translator  of  the 
Latter  Day  Dispensation.  And  i)ro- 
vided  that  you  don’t  let  the  Mr. 
Blairs,  Briggses  and  Gurleys  step  in 
between  you  and  these  heavenly  tes- 
timonies, with  their  so])histry  and  in- 
glorious perversions  of  God’s  truth, 
you  have  the  clear  fact  that  the 
priesthood  held  by  Joseph  Smith 
which  was  after  the  order  of  the  son 
of  God  “COMES  NOT  BY  MAN, 


NOR  BY  THE  WILL  OF  MAN,’* 
but  that  angels  conferred  it  by  the 
laying  on  of  their  hands. 

Mr.  W.  W.  Blair  says  that  these 
angels  did  not  lay  on  their  hands, 
upon  Joseph  and  Oliver  to  ordain 
them  to  this  heavenly  calling,  but 
merely  commanded  them  to  ordain 
each  othei-  to  it,  and  THAT 
THIS  WAS  THE  WAY  that 
Joseph  and  Oliver  were  ordained  by 
these  heavenly  messengers  ! ! (See 
Watson-Blair  debate,  page,  122-3)  In 
fact  all  through  this  debate  Mr. 
Blair  utterly  denies  angelic  ordina- 
tion of  ANYTINE  to  the  Melchizedec 
priesthood,  either  in  Moses’  case  or 
in  Jesus’  case,  or  Peter,  James  and 
John’s  case,  or  in  Joseph  Smith’s 
case,  as  well  as  in  .lames  .1.  Strang’s 
case.  His  whole  plea  not  only 
thi’oughout  the  Watson-Blair  debate 
but  throughout  his  whole  career  as 
a reorganized  Mormon,  has  been  a 
positive  denial  that  angels  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  conferring  of 
the  Melchizedec  priesthood  exc(‘i)t 
to  ooMMAXi)  those  who  were  never 
ordained  to  it,  by  ANYBODY,  to  or- 
dain themselves!!! 

Now,  why  have  Mr.  Blair  and  his 
co-leaders  all  through  their  reorgan- 
ized history  denied  that  the  angels  of 
God  did  by  the  laying  on  of  tlnlr 
hands  confer  the  highest  office  in  the 
Melchized(>c  priesthood  upon  Joseph 
Smith  ? Have  they  an3"  testi- 
mon.v  of  God,  or  angels  or  iirofih- 
ets  to  that  effect?  Andif  so  where 
is  it  found?  Who  authorized 
Mr.  Blair  and  his  brethren  to 
teach  that  the  angels  of  God  did  not 
lay  their  hands  on  Josefih  Smith  to 
confer  the  highest  office  in  the  priest- 
hood upon  him?  Who  ever  heard  of 
an.v  office  in  the  holy  priesthood,  be- 
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in^*’  fonferred  upon  anyone  in  any 
aj?e  of  the  world  only  by  the  laying? 
o!i  of  the  hands  of  thos«‘  who  law- 
fully hold  it?  Is  there  any  law  or 
testimony  of  God,  angels  or  prophets 
either  in  this  aj»e  of  the  world  or  in 
any  other  that  authorizes  or  teacdies 
tliat  the  priesthood  WAS  (‘ver  or 
CAN  ever  be  conferred  only  by  the 
layinjA’  on  of  hands  of  tho^e  who 
possess  it? 

Oj)e  tiling;'  is  clearly  mad(‘  plain 
from  the  scrii)tiires;  and  tha  t is  that, 
the  words  CONSECRATE.  ORDAIN, 
ami  ANOINT,  mean  the  same  thing* 
pi(*cisely  when  applied  to  persons 
WHO  ARE  TO  BE  set  apart,  to  the 
higher  offices  of  the  priesthood,  or 
who  HAVE  BEEN  set  apart  to  it. 
And  all  three  of  these  terms  imply 
the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  the 
anointer,  the  ordainer,  or  the  conse- 
crator.  There  is  absolutely  no  law, 
testimony,  precept  or  statute  that 
teaches  that  any  priesthood  of  Al- 
mighty God  can  ever  be  obtained 
oTdy  under  the  hands  of  those  who 
hold  it.  And  to  suppose  that  God 
Almighty  sent  those  three  heaveidy 
personages  to  Jose[)h  Stnith  and 
Oliver  Cowdery  to  confer  the  holy 
priesthood  upon  them  by  merely 
commanding  them  to  ordain  one  an- 
other without  first  having  b’^Sd  on 
their  own  hands  to  c«»rifer  thepriest- 
hood  upon  them,  and  thus  truly  au- 
thorize them  to  ordain  one  .another, 
and  all  others  in  the  church  is  merely 
t«>  suppose  God  sent  them  to  build 
up  ANOTHER  SECTARIAN  CHURCH!  For 
what  makes  a.  sectarian  church,  only 
men  ordaining  one  another  who  nev- 
(‘r  were  ordained  themselves?  If  or- 
dination in  the  church  of  God  was  a 
mere  form  that  gave  no  inspiration, 
gifts  or  keys  of  heavenly  things,  we 
might  well  try  to  get  along  with, and 


tolerate  such  ordinations.  But  such 
is  not  the  case,  thank  God.  For 
Joshiui  was  full  of  the  spirit  of  wis- 
dom; for  Moses  h.ad  laid  his  hands 
upon  him,”  etc.  (Dent.  34:  9,  10.) 
When  Samuel  anointed  Saul,  it  is 
said  that  when  Saul  turned  his  back 
to  go  from  Samuel  that  Gnd  gave 
him  another  heart;  and  all  the  signs 
that  Samuel  promised  him,  came  to 
pass  that  day.”  (1st  Sam.  10:  5 to 
•12.)  Among  these  signs  was  tin* 
coming  upon  him  of  the  spirit  of  the 
Lord. 

But  Saul  fell  and  David  was. anoint- 
ed under  the  hands  of  Samuel  to  be 
the  king  in  Saul’s  stead,  and  we  read 
that  the ‘‘spirit  of  God  came  upon 
David  from  that  day  and  foi’ward.” 
(1st  Sam.  10:  13  ) 

Even  Jesus  himself,  holy  and  all  as 
he  was,  said:  ‘ The  spirit  of  the 
Lord  God  is  u{)on  me.BEiJAUSE  HE 

HATH  ANOINTED  ME  TO  PREACH  CLAD 
TIDINCS  UNTO  THE  MEEK,”  etC.  (See 
Luke  4:  10  to  21;  Is.  01:  1 to  4.)  “For 
he  whom  God  hath  sent  speaketh 
the  w(»rds  of  God,  for  God  givethnot 
his  spii'it  l»y  im*.as>iie  unt«»  him.” 
(John  3:  4. ) 

“Neglect  not  the  gift  th.at  is  in 
thee,”  says  P.aul  to  Timothy,  “which 
was  given  thee  by  i)ro|)hecy  with 
the  putting  on  of  my  h.a.nds.”  (1st 
Tim.  4:  14:  2tul  Tim.  1:  0.) 

Ye  have  not  chosen  me,  but  I have 
chosen  you,  and  ordained  you  that 

YE  SHOULD  CO  AND  HRINC  FORTH  THE 
FRUIT,  and  that  your  fi-uit  should  ?•(»- 
main,  that  whatsoever  ye  shall 
ASK  THE  FATHER  IN  MY  NAME,  he  may 
give  it  you.”  (.John  1.5:  10.) 

‘•And  as  ye  are  {ip[)ointed  to  the 
head,  the  sjiirits  sh.all  be  subject  un- 
to you.”  That  is  the  spii-it  of  wis- 
dom, knowdedge,  understanding,  etc. 
(Doc.  and  Cov.  Sec.  .50:  0.) 
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“Ami  it  is  {‘xpeflient  that  .yon  1113* 
s<'i-vnijt  Sifliiey  Rigfloii  slioiilcl  he  a 
spokesman  unto  this  people;yea  vei'il3’ 

I will  ordain  3a)U  an  t(>  this  eallinj?, ev- 
en to  be  a spokesman  unto  my  ser- 
vant Jose{)h,  * * And 

I will  j'ive  unto  thee  i)ower  to  be 
AiuaiTY  in  i:xpou-\DiX(j  all  sckipt- 
i:i{i-:s,  etc.  (Sec  98:  3.) 

“And  this  ^reciter  !)riesthood 
(which  is  after  the  HOLIEST  OR- 
DER of  Cod ) holdeth  the  ke3  of  the 
m3'steries  of  the  Kinj»'doin,  even  the 
ke3’  of  the  knowled^Ae  of  (iod.  (Sec. 
s:i:  3. ) 

So  3'on  see,  readtn*,  from  all  these 
testimonies,  that  the  i)ri(‘sthood  is 
not  a mere  cold,  or  formal  ordinance 
— sectarian  like — but  an  ordinance  itj 
which  j»reat  and  inijuhty  j'ifts,  keys, 
and  inspirations  arej'iven  throu.«;h 
th('  ordaij)er’s  hands,  and  voice,  that 
is  when  the  oi‘daif)ei‘  is  lawfnll3’  vest- 
(‘d  with  the  priestliood  himself. 

'idle  whole  idea  that  Peter,  .lames 
and  .lohn  wei-esent  to  .Iose[)h  and 
Oliver  to  command  them  to  ordain 
one  another  to  the  very  hijihest  or- 
dei-  of  the  pi  iesthood  when  neither  of 
t hem  were  as  yet  coxfik.mld  as  ^tK^r- 
UKUS  OF  TiiF  t'liURcii,  1)3'  recci vi iiji:: the 
oilt  of  the  Holy  Spirit  under  the 
hamis  of  any  elder,  is  so  supremely! 
ridiculous,  and  foolish  tliat  it  would  i 
be  ditliculr  to  lind  a [)arallel  to  it,' 
Cod  AlmiRht3'  l^no\^•s  mighty  well  : 
that  no  unoi'dained  man  or  men  can 
confer  the  keys,  jiifts  and  authority 
of  the  priesthood,  and  hence  never 
commanded  any  such  men  to  ordain 
one  another.  Men  are  undoubtedi3' 
set  apart  to  the  ])riesthood  by  the 
power  of  t he  Holy  Spii-it  that  is  in 
the  one  who  ordains  them.  P>ut  how 
could  men  who  never  had  the  Holy 
Sjiiri t,  ordain  by  the  power  of  the 
Holy  Spirit? 


I We  are  told  b3^  the  Blairs  and 
Bri^j^ses  that  Joseph  Smith  was  a, 
prophet,  seer,  revelator  and  transla- 
tor before  Peter,  .lames  and  John  ev- 
er ministered  to, or  ordained  1 liem;but 
that  is  as  false  as  a 113'  doctrine  ever 
taught  by  false  teacher;  for  God  says 
to  Joseph  in  1829.  as  follows:  “And 
thou  hast  a j»ift  to  translate  tlu‘ 
plates  and  thisisthe  FIRST  jiift  that 
I bestowed  ui)on  3M)u,  and  I have 
commanded  3’on  that  you  i)retend  to 
NO  OTHFR  j?ift,  until  1113'  purpose  is 
i fullilled  in  this;  for  I will  jj;rant  unto 
you  NO  oTiiFR  oiFT  Until  it  is  finish- 
ed. 

“Verily  I say  unto  you  that  woe 
shf\ll  come  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
the  earth  if  they  will  not  harken 
unto  my  words;  for  ukrfafter  yo[J 
SHALL  HE  ORDAINTOD  aild  Jiofortll  aiul 
delivei-  my  woi-ds  unto  the  children 
of  men,”  etc.  (Sec,  4:  1,2.) 

After  readinj»-  this  i)lease  tell  me 
how  much  of  a prophet, seer, and  r(‘V(*- 
lator.loseph  Smith  was, until  he  was 
ordained  under  the  hands  of  Peter, 
James  and  John.  'Phe  jiift  that  h(‘ 
had  simply  enabled  him  to  read  the 
Book  of  Mormon  aloud,  in',  his  own 
lan^na.ii:e,  Ho\V  much  more  of  a 
pi-oi)het,  see)',  i-evelator,  arid  trans- 
lator did  this  i-eadiny;  of  the  Book 
make  him  than  tlic  reading-  of  tin* 
same  Book  makes  other  men?  He 
learned  by  I'eadirig  it  in  this  way, 
that  l)aplism  for  the  i-emission  of 
sins  was^necessary.  He  then  in  a)i- 
jswei-  to  pi-a.yer  received  the  Aaronic 
i priesthood  under  the  hands  of  John 
tlie  Bai)tist,  and  was  f)romised  b\' 
him  if  faithful,  that  he  should  i-eceive 
the  greater  priesthood  tha  thad  i)ow- 
er  to  Rive  the  H0I3'  Spii'it  b.v  the 
layiuR  on  of  hands.  How  muclidoes 
all  this  diifei-  from  the  manner  in 
which  w(^  all  come  in  ixissession  of 
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tlH^  Unowledy^e  of  the  gospel  of  flesns 
(hu-ist?  The  only  difference  between 
the  inannei- ill  whicli  Joseph  vSniith 
and  Oliver  Co wdery  were  led  into  the 
faith  , and  all  othei-s  ai*e  led  into  it  was 
simply,  that,  Ood  and  the  angels 
w(‘re  their  instructors,  while  we  have 
to  learn  the  same  first  iiriticiples 
fi‘om  onr  fellow  men.  Jt»se[)h  then 
judging  from  all  these  things  was  or- 
dained under  the  hands  and  voice  of 
Petei’,  James  and  John  to  the  same 
order  of  the  holy  pi-iesthood  which 
they  themselves  held  in  their  day, 
and  generation,  and  to  which  each 
one  of  them  was  ordained  under  the 
hands  and  voice  of  Jesns  (Jirist — 
Peter  lieing  the  first,  and  James  and 
John  succeeding  him  in  the  same 
office,  each  in  his  time.  Joseph  Smith 
conld  come  in  iiossession  of  this  office 
with  its  keys,  gifts  and  authority, in 
no  other  way.  And  whosoever 
teaches  that  it  was  obtained  in  any 
other  way  has  great  need  to  look 
homeward  before  charging  anyone 
else  with  teaching  “damnable  doc- 
trines,” and  “damnable  heresies;”for 
a.  more  damnable  doctrine  and  Imresy 
has  never  been  taught  in  this  genera- 
tion or  any  other. 

P>nt  Mr.  Blair’s  folly  does  luot  end 
Jieeer-lkw^Miegoes  further  and  says  tha  t 
t h e c h 11  rc  h f (Tf  J^oine  t w o y ea rs  a f ter 
"^its  organization  wlis  without  a first 
presidency  of  the  Metchizedec  priest- 
hood, and  that  it  wafAby  some  one 
ordaining  Joseph  Smith  to  that  office 
at  a conference  held  at  Amherst, 
Ohio,  on  March  2.5,  1S.32,— by  the  les- 
s(‘r,  as  nsnal,  ordaining  the  gi-eater — 
according  to  Mr.  Blair’s  very  inter- 
esting theory  on  ordination. 

Me  does  not  tell  us  who  that  very 
imyiortant  and  privileged  individual 
was,  who  thus  ordained  him  to  such 
an  exalted  position  in  thepriesthood. 


The  truth  of  the  matter  however 
seems  to  be  this;  that,  at  this  conhu'- 
enceit  was  found  that  the  high  priests 
(piorum  needed  a president,  (for  all 
the  (luoriims  of  officeis  in  the  church 
have  their  presidents)  and  Josejih  it 
seems  yielded  himself  to  la*  ordaiJied 
its  president. 

At  this  conference  Josej)!)  says  that 
the  right  hand  of  fellowshi))  was  giv- 
en him  by  Bishop  Partridgf*  in  liehalf 
of  the  church.  (Times  & {4(‘asons, 
Vol.  5,  page  024.)  What!  A bishop 
in  the  church  at  a time  when  theri* 
was  no  first  presidency  over  the  Mel- 
chizedec  priesthood?  This  saying  of 
.Joseph  touching  the  bishop  is  a very 
unlucky  statement  for  .Mi*.  Blair’s 
pet  theory  that  the  lesser  can  ordain 
to  the  greater  offices  in  the  prii'st- 
hood,  and  that  there  was  no  first 
[iresidency  over  the  church  and  »)V(‘r 
the  Melchizedec  jiriesthood  from  1824) 
till  the  Amherst  conference  in  lS:i2. 
.Small  as  that  saying  is,  it  utterly  de- 
molishes Mr.  Blair’s  very  fundamen- 
tal principle,  upon  vvddch  his  reor- 
gardzation  rests.  That,  and  tin* 
fact  that  Edward  Partridge  was 
called  and  oi*dained  to  the  office  of 
bishop,  P’eb.  1(S31,  and  others  immed- 
iately aftei’ward  to  the  same  offici*, 
previous  to  that  conference  simply 
DYN.Y.MITES  a mighty  l)ig  hole  in 
the  bottom  of  the  Reorganized 
shii)  and  sends  her  iri  short  order  to 
'the  bottom,  in  the  estimation  of  ev- 
ery man  who  is  acquainted  with  tin* 
history  of  her  organization  and  wlni 
knows  anything  about  the  organ- 
ization of  the  or-iginal  church  und(‘r 
Joseph  Smith,  the  seer.  .Si'e  hei*e. 
“No  man  has  a legal  right  to  tliis 
office  (of  bishop)  to  hold  the  keys  of 
this  [U’iesthood,  except  he  be  a lit(‘r- 
al  descendant  and  the  first  born  of 
Aaron.  But  as  a high  ])i’iest  of  tin* 
Melchizedec  ])riesthood  has  authori- 
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t.v  to  odiciato  in  all  the  lesKnr  olHees, 
he  may  oftieia  te  in  tin;  ofliee  of  bish- 
op, when  no  literal  descendant  of 
Aaron  can  be  found;  provided,  he  is 
called,  and  set  apart,  and  ordainetl 
nnto  this  power  undku  Tur:  hands  of 
the  FIRST  FRFSII)FN(^Y  of  the  Mel- 
chizedec  priesthood.  And  a literal 
d(‘scendanc  of  Aaron,  also,  rnnst  be 
DKSKJNATHD  by  THIS  presidency  and 
found  worthy,  and  anointhd,  and  or- 
dained nnd(‘rthe  handsof  T HIS  dres- 
IDE.NCY,  OTHERWISE  they  ARE  NOT 
LEGALLY  AUTHORIZEDto  officiate 
in  their  firiesthood;  but  by  virtue  of 
the  decree  concerninj»- their  rij»ht  of 
the  priesthood  descending*’  fi*oin  ffith- 
er  to sv)n,tliey  may^claiin  their  anoint- 
ing’, if  at  any  time  they  can  prove 
their  linenji’e  or  do  ascertain  it  by 
n^velation  from  the  Lord,  under  the 
hands  of  the  auove  named  presi- 
dency. 


I 


I 


•‘And  ajjcain,  no  bisho|)  or  hij>;’h 
priest,  who  shall  be  set  apai-t  for 
this  ministry,  shall  be  tried  6r  con- { 
(banned  of  any  crime,  save  it  be  be-  j 
foi’etlie first  presidency  of  thechiirch.”  | 
(See  Doc.  and  (,b)v..  Sec.  (IS:  2,  8,  and  I 
S(H‘.  104:  8.  Also  S(^c.  41:  8. ) j 

Now,  the  vei*y  orave  qiu^stion  j 
arises,  where  did  .losefih  j>’et  the  an- 1 
thority  to  ordain  bishops  in  tlie 
church  from  Fef).,  18;il.  to  March  25, 
1S:52,  if  there  was  no  first  presidency 
of  tlie  Melchizedec  prii^sthood  in  the 
chni'ch  fi-om  its  oi’^a nization  in  1830 
to  183’2?  How  GOULD  there  be  bish- 
ops ordained  in  the  church  dni‘inj»’ 
those  two  yeai’s  unless  there  had 
been  a fii-st  pr(;sidency  in  the  cluii-ch 
from  the  very  day  of  its  orji’aniza- 
tion  on  ward? 

Is  it  iH'cessary  here‘  to  say  that 
Josei)h  Smith  was  made  a pi’ophet, 
.s(‘er,  revela toi’  and  ti*anslator  and 
tlie  ])i*esidinj2;  hii»’h  jii’lest  over  tin* 
Melchizedec  priesthood  and  over  the 


whole  chui*ch,  in  virtueof  his  oi’dina- 
tion  under  the  hands  of  Peter,  .1  aim's 
and  .lohn,  whom  God  says  he  sent 
unto  them,  and  by  whom  he  ordain- 
ed them,  etc,?  And  is  it  really  n('C('S- 
sary  here  to  say  that  it  was  in  vii’tiu* 
of  this  ordination  that  the  church 
was  orjjanizi'd  in  1830,  and  built  up 
u{)on  the  founda  tion  of  apostb‘s,and 
fu-ophets,  and  the  true  faith  of  God 
established  in  it? 

Mr.  VV.  VV.  Blair.  Jason  W,  Brijjrjxs, 
and  Zenos  H.  Gurley  are  the  onl.v 
men  who  have  ever  tauj^ht  that  J(»s- 
eph  Smith  and  Oliver  Co wderv  weri* 
ordained  by  Peter,  James  and  John, 
without  the  imposition,  orlayinji;  on 
of  their  hands.  Moreovei-  they  ari' 
the  only  ones  who  have  ever  taught 
that  the  lesser  could  ordain  the 
iri-eafer.  The  whole  body  of  the 
elders  in  .Tosefih’s  day  and  up  till  the 
very  day  of  their  death,  have  tesfi- 
fied  with  a just  pride  and  power, 
through  all  theUnitedStates,throu/:;’h 
all  Enj>land,  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  wherever  they  were  sent  on  mis- 
sions in  every  p.art  of  the  world.that 
(xod  in  answ^er  to  prayer  did  send 
those  three  hea  venly  messen{>:ers  to 
Joseph  Smith  under  w’hose  hands 
and  voice,  the  hiy:hest  order  (tf  tin* 
apostolic  and  prophetic  priesfliood 
was  conferred  uixm  Joseph  Smith; 
thus  showinj*’  that  the  church  of 
.Jesus  Christ  had  an  advantage,  and 
a just  claim  to  the  priesthood  of  God, 
that  no  other  people  on  earth  had, or 
could  boast  of;  but  these  reorjAaniz«*d 
“church  builders,”  try  to  rob  us  of 
this  ^ra ml  truth,  by  teachinj*’  that 
these  heavenly  messenuei’s  nu'rely 
commanded  Joseph  and  (Oliver  to  or- 
dain themselves  and  that  this  was 
the  way  tlu'y  were  ordained  by  an- 
jiels!!!  Wliy  should  they  not  thus 
teach?  Havinii’  orji’anized  a church 
themselves  ui)on  the  principle  that 
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Hie  lesser  priesthood,  and  even  no 
priesthood  at  all,  ean  oi-dain  to  the 
hiuhest  order  in  riie  jiriesthood,  it 
was  very  natural  that  they  should 
try  and  make  the  order  of  (jod’s 
house  conform  to  their  own  foolish 
woi-ks,  instead  of  niakin^i-  their  works 
conform  to  the  order  of  (tod.  A triip 
priesthood  after  all  onr  yreat  speech- 
<‘s  in  its  defense  and  in  the  effort  to 
show  that  all  christemlorn  was  ut- 
terly without  it,  is  a mighty  easy 
thing  to  obtain  after  all.  Indeed  there 
is  not  a, church  in  Christendom  (allow- 
ing that  Joseph  and  Oliver  oi-dained 
one  another  elders  and  ajiostles  with- 
out lieing  ordaintHl  to  it  themselves) 
but  what  has  Just  as  good  a priest  hood 
as  Joseph  Smith  iiroiight  to  light; 
for  they  all  in  some  way  conti-ive  to 
make  it  appear  thatGod  was  pleased 
to  have  their  founders  ordain  one 
another  when  neither  was  ordained 
liimself.  And  with  Mr.  Pdair  and 
Gui-ley’s  testimony  thi-ovvn  in  that 
God  creates  priesthood  in  that  way, 
they  can’t  very  well  imagine  that 
their  priesthood  is  vvrt)ng  in  itself. 
What  fools  we  all  have  been  to  tell 
p(‘oj)le  that  the  priesthood  of  all 
pi-otestai^  churches  can  be  clearly 
ti-aced  in  uie  Catholicchnrch;bnt  I see 
lilainly  that  the  Mormon  priesthooil 
can  be  traced  no  farther  than  Josejili 
Smith  and  Olivei'  Powdery,  by  (Jur- 
ley,  Rriggs  and  Blair'so wn  showing, 
that  is!  These  men  have  told  us,  in 
justification  of  thelesser ordaining  the 
gi-eater,  that  a “command  from  .God 
is  sufiicient  -authority  to  do  any- 
thing which  he  wants  done.”  As  a 
matter  of  course  it  is,  but  Hie  world 
is  full  of  instances  of  men  claiming  j 
thatGod  has  commanded  them  to 
violate  his  commandments.  But  the 
(piestion  is,  will  God  command  men 
to  do  wrong?  To  violate  his 
own  laws?  Will  he  command  inen 


to  steal  from  their  neighbors,  bear 
false  witness,  violate  the  sabbath, 
commit  munler  (?)  to  usurj)  the  holy 
priesthood?  To  be  aposth's  without 
a lawful  ordination  to  that  oliice, 
etc.? 

The  foregtnng  remarks  are  offered 
to  prove  and  demonstrate  that  the 
priesthood  heldiiy  Joseiih  Smith  was 
received  umler  the  liands  of  angi'ls. 
And  that  it  “came  not  by  man,’'  nor 
“by  the  will  of  man  ’’  by  either  vote 
or  vcjice,  “neither  by  father  nor 
mother,”  and  that  “it  is  WITHOT"  T 
DESCENT,”  and  that  it  does  conn>, 
only  through  the  ordination  of  an- 
gels, 

Moses  held  the  same  office,  and  we 
will  see  how  he  got  it,  and  if  it  (h'- 
scended  to  him  by  limml  right.  He 
neuther  I’eceived  it  by  lineal  right, nor 
did  it  descend  from  him  to  anv  of  his 
posterity — two  very  good  argu- 
ments that  it  does  not  descend.  Just 
as  Joseph  Sndth  obtained  it,  by  the 
call  (.)f  God  and  the  ordination  of  th<‘ 
angels,  we  will  see  that  Moses  ob- 
tained it  also. 

“This  .Moses  whom  they  refused, 
saying  who  made  thee  a ruler  and  a 
judge,  the  same  did  God  send  to  lx*  a 
RULER,  and  a DELIVERER,  by  th(‘ 
hand  of  the  fingel  that  a [)i)<*a feil 
unto  him  in  the  bush.”  (Acts  7: 
55.) 

“ Wherefore  then  the  law  was  add- 
ed because  of  tra usgi-essions,  till  the 
seed  slioiild  come,  unto  wdioin  the 
Iiromise  was  made  in  tii(‘  law  given 
unto  Moses,  who  was  (JRDAINEI) 
BY  TPIE  PI  AND  OF  AxVGELS,  to 
lie  a mediator  of  this  fii-st  (ujvenant, 
the  la  w.”  (Inspii-ed  Gal.  fl;  15).) 

1 1 is  often  said  that  Joseph  Smith 
was  a pro[>h(‘t  like  unto  Moses;  and 
hou^  like  to  each  other  in  their  ordi- 
nation to  the  proiihetic  office  th(>y 
were! 
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.lesns,  tliolijili  sinless,  is  often  said 
to  be  a prophet  like  unto  M(j.ses. 
(Acts  3:  21,  22;  7:  37,)  And  we  shall 
see  that  Jesus  also  was  anointed  to 
that  same  office  by  authority  from 
the  heavens.  He  says  himself  first  of  | 
all  that  the  sjjirit  of  God  was  upon  | 
him,  because  He  (God)  held  anointed  j 
(that  is  ordained  him)  to  preach  glad  j 
tidings  unto  the  meek,”  etc.  (Luke  4:  j 

10  to  21.)  j 

“But  unto  the  son  He  (God)  saith  ; 

thy  throne,  O God,  is  forever  and  ev- ; 
(‘r,  ^ 

loved  righteousness  and  hated  in-  i 
iquity,  therefore  God,  thy  God  hath 
anointed  (ordained ) thee,  with  the 

011  of  gladness  above  thy  fellows.”  | 

(Heb.  1:8.  9.)  | 

“That  word  I say  ye  know,  which  I 
was  i)id)lished  throughout  all  Judea, 
and  began  from  Galilee,  after  the 
baptism  which  John  preached;  how  ^ 
GOD  ANOlNTEDJESUSofNazareth  i 
WITH  THE  HOEY  OHOST,  and  WITH  ; 
POWER,  who  went  about  doing  | 
good,  and  healing  all  that  were  op- 
pressed; for  God  was  with  him.  [ 
* * * And  he  command- j 

ed  us  to  preach  unto  the  people,  and  j 
to  testify  that  it  was  he  which  was  | 
ORDAINED  OF  GOD  to  be  thejudge 
of  (piick  (the  living)  and  the  dead.' 
(Actsl0;37,  38,  42.)  ! 

Apollos  MiGHTiEY  ( [)o weif ully ) COIl-  I 
vinced  the  Jews  and  that  publicly,! 
showing  by  the  scriptures  that  Jesus  I 
was  (’HRIST,”  that  is  the  anointed.  | 
(Acts  18:  28.)  j 

“For  EVERY  High  Priest  taken  j 
from  among  men,  is  ordained  for] 
men,  in  things  pertaining  tf>  God,  ! 
tliat  h(*  may  offer  gifts  and  saci'ifi- 
ces.” 

“So  also  ( 'hi’ist  glorified  not  hiin- 
s(*lf  to  be  made  a High  Priest  but  he 
that  said  unto  him, thou  art  my  son, 
today  have  I begotten  thee;  as  he 


saith  also  in  another  place.  Thou  art 
a priest  forever,  after  the  order  of 
Melchizidec.”  (Heb.  5:  1,5.) 

“Of  this  man  (David’s)  seed,  hath 
God,  according  to  his  promise, rai.sed 
unto  Israel  a Saviour  WHEN  John 
had  FIRST  preached  before  his  com- 
ing, the  bajitism  of  repentance  to  all 
the  people  of  Israel.”  (Acts  13:  2:3, 
24.) 

“The  God  of  our  fathers  raised  up 
Jesus  whom  j'e  slew  and  hanged  on 
a tree;  him  hath  God  1)3^  His  RIGHT 
HAND,  exalted  to  be  a prince  and  a 
saviour,  to  give  repentance  to  Israel, 
and  remission  of  sins.”  (Acts  5: 
31.) 

A word  or  two  now  on  the  ordina- 
tion of  Jesus  Christ.  As  to  that  or- 
dination there  was  in  reality  noth- 
ing mysterious, orfigurativeabout  it, 
an3'  more  than  there  was  or  is  toda3’ 
about  the  ordination  of  ai\v  other 
man  who  was  lawfully  ordained  to 
the  true  priesthood.  The  only  differ- 
erence  between  his  ordination  and 
that  of  an3'  other  man  t(^  the  priest- 
hood of  God,  was  in  the  ordainek, 
not  in  the  ordination.  Jesus  was 
clothed  with  human  nature  as  we  all 
are,  and  we  are  told  that  he  was 
“made  in  all  things  like  unto  his 
brethren,”  and  partook  of  the  same 
flesh  and  blood  with  them.  (Heb.  2; 
14-18.)  He  “was tempted  in  all  iioints 
like  as  we  are,  yet  without  sin.” 
(Heb.  4:  15.)  “He  took  not  on  him 
the  nature  of  angels,  but  he  took  up- 
on him  theseed  of  Abraham.”  (Heb.  2: 
IG.)  And  as  He  stood  (ui  the  earth, 
clothed  in  his  human  tabernacle,  ho 
was  we  are  told . “the  brightness  of 
God’s  gloiy.  and  the  express 
IMAGE  OF  His  person.”  (Heb.  1:  3.) 
Jesus  liad  a glorious  position  with 
the  Father  before  the  world  w’as;  but 
now  he  comes  to  take  upon  himself 
a human  tabernacle;  he  must  there- 
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fore  necessarily  l>ej»in  at  the  bottom  I 
round  of  the  ladd.er.  and  work  up- j 
ward  as  all  the  rest  are  required,! 
that  he  mij>ht  not  only  i)erfect  his  i 
own  tabernacle,  but  that  he  might! 
be  the  great  examph*,  and  leader  in  j 
the  salvation  of  all  menin  all  things,  i 

lie  was  born  into  the  world  with  no  i 
adv.antage  over  his  brethren,  but  | 
was  placed  on  the  same  level  with  i 
them,  ill  all  things.  | 

As  a matter  of  course  then  he  was  ! 
not  born  into  the  world  with  the 
holy  priesthoial  upon  him,  and  it  was 
just  as  necessary  that  he  receive  that 
priesthood  by  the  laying  on  of  the 
hands  (if  one  in  possession  of  it  as  it  j 
was  for  any  other  prophet  (ii*  High  j 
priest. 

But  the  priestho(id  which  he 
held  was  in  the  possession  or 
power  of  NO  MAN  or  skt  of 
MEN  on  earth  to  give.  He  re- 
c(4ved  it  therefore  according  to  the 
.\novE  TEXTS  under  the  hand  of  the 
Ood  wh(i called  and  sent  him.  And  his 
Father  being  exactly  in  the  human 
form,  .lesus  being  “ his  express  im- ! 
ag(i”  and  likeness,  there  was  nothing 
(‘xtremely  remarkable  about  his  be- 
ing ordained  and  anointed  of  him. 
So  in  harmony  with  the  texts  above  | 
(juoted,  his  priesthood  came  not  by  | 
man,  norby  the  will  of  man,  neither  | 
iiy  father  nor  mother;  it  came  not  by  i 
“descent”  from  thefatlu^rsof  his  flesh 
foi- none  of  them  held  it,  and  it  cei*- 
tainly  did  not  “descend”  from  him  to 
any  of  his  immediate  kindred  or  farn- 
ilv.  It  could  not  in  fact,  because  “it 
is  without  descent,”  In  Hebrews 
alone,  he  is  called  “a  high  priest,”  a 
“givat  high  priest,”  and  a “priest  af- 
ter the  order  of  MelchizediT”  some  | 
nine  or  ten  times;  and  priests  of  ail 
i*anks  are  iNfADE  and  not  born.  One  j 
passage  more,  “And  he  (Jesus)  said 
unto  them  again, peace  be  unto  you,” 


“As  my  Father  hatli  sent  me,  even 
so  send  I you.”  How  did  God  send 
Jesus?  Why  sinijily  as  Jesus  sent 
his  disciples.  How  wastliat?  Jc'sus 
first  called  them  and  then  ordained 
them,  and  sent  them,  (Mark  14.) 
That  was  the  way  then  pn^^isely  that 
God  sent  him.  He  fii-st  called  him, 
then  anointed  and  ordaim^d  him  and 
sent  him.  “How  shall  the^’  hear 
without  a preacher,  and  how 
shall  they  jireach  excejit  they 
be  sent  ?”  as  much  a|)[)lied  to 
Jesus  as  it  applied  to  any  oth- 
er man  that  ever  was  sent  of  God. 
And  here  by  the  way  is  a very  grand 
lesson  for  the  Blairs,  Briggses  and 
(jiirleys,  who  have  taught  us  thtit 
God  often  sends  men  to  build  up  his 
church  “without  a jiarticleof  priest- 
hood at  all.”  if  it  was  necessary 
that  Jesus,  the  most  perfect  of  all, 
should  be  rc^gularly  called,  ordained 
and  sent,  how  can  other  men  claim- 
ing that  office getalong  without  such 
a call,  (Ji'dir’ation  and  sending  and 
begiultless?  How  can  men  buildup 
and  establish  the  kingdom  of  God 
upon  the  i-ock  of  revelati*»n  without 
such  a call,  if  Jesus  could  not  do  it? 
Yes,  “How  shall  they  preach”  tin* 
great  truths  of  God  Almighti’  “ex- 
cept they  lie  thus  sent?”  It  iseasy  to 
tell  HOW  such  men  will  preach  with- 
ont  being  thus  sent.  They  will 
preach  like  Brigham^Young,  and  his 
successors;  that  is,  tlM*y  will  preach 
their  followers  into  hell;  and  like  Mr. 
Blair  and  C(dl(‘agnes,th(^y  will  preach 
a good  many  “damnable  lnTesi(>s” 
and  “damnable  doctriin*s,’'  such  as 
that,  such  men  as  William  Marks 
can  ordain  a i>rophet  like  unto  Mos- 
i*s,  and  set  Jdm  apart  by  THEIR 
hands  to  be  a prophet,  seer,  revela- 
tor  and  translatoi*;  to  have  all  the 
gifts  which  God  bestows  upon  the 
head  of  the  church;  that  the  kisser 
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nan  ordain  the  greatei*,  that  the 
Aaronic  priesthood  can  ordain  to  ev- 
ery decree  of  the  Melcliizedec  ])riest- 
hood;  and  that  the  priesthood  after 
the  order  of  the  son  of  God,  j^oes  i)y 
I.INICAL  iti(iHT,and  many  other  equal- 
ly false  doctrines. 

Now,  there  were  three  others,  who 
I will  mention,  who  held  this  same 
order,  that  is  the  priesthood  afterthe 
order  of  the  son  of  God,  and  they  re- 
ceiv(‘d  it  under  the  hands  of  desus 
Christ,  after  his  resurrection;  for  he 
could  not  confer  this  order  upon  any 
<meas  huiji;  as  he  himself  remained 
in  his  ministry  on  earth.  Peter  was 
the  first  of  the  three  who  held  it. 
“And  I will  jnake  the(‘,  (Peter)  to 
minister  for  him  (John)  and  thy 
hrother  James,  and  to  YOU  THREE 
1 WILL  j^lve  this  power,  and  the 
keys  of  this  ministry  until  I come,” 
that  is  in  the  latter  days.  I said 
J*eter  was  the  first  of  these  three,  who 
hehl  it,  because  in  the  church  and 
Kinjj^dom  of  God,  the  si'fiatest  is  al- 
ways the  servant,  or  minister  of  all. 
(Doc.  & C«)V.  Sec.  (J:  1,2.) 

There  was  no  such  thinj;:  in 
any  one  of  these  ca.ses  as  beinj^  or- 
dained “by  the  direction  of  a High 
(touncil,  or  general  conference.”  Those  | 
ordained  by  the  direction  of  such  | 
councils  and  conferences, areevidently 
another  gra<le  of  jiresidents  and 
liriests.  There  is  no  “hiyrh  council  nr 
general  (M)nference”  that  ever  could 
lawfully  direct  the  lesser  to  ordain 
(he  greater.  I care  not  if  ten  thous- 
and Briggses  and  Blairs  and  Gurleys 
testified  to  the  contrary.  Says  John 
Tayhu*  at  the  tiial  of  Sidney  Rigdon 
itj  1S44,  “Can  a teacher  ordain  a 
Iiriest?  Or  a priest  an  elder?  Oran 
elder  a high  priest?  Or  can  any  of 
the  former  ordain  an  apostle?  You 
.\Li.  KNOW  they  could  not;  it  is  con- 
trary to  the  order  of  God,  and  yet 


we  find  that  President  Rigdon,  who 
ought  to  know  better, — who  does 
know  better — has  been  ordaining  men 
to  office  that  he  does  not  hold  him- 
self,” etc.  Now  1 do  not  think  much 
of  John  Taylor  as  a leader  and  never 
havesince  I have  learned  of  his  usurpa- 
tion,and  false  leading.  But  it  is  only 
fair  to  presume  that  these  words, 
uttered  in  an  immense  congregation, 
where theleading talent  of  thechurch 
were  assembled,  would  not  be  made 
use  of,  if  there  had  been  any  such 
thing  as  the  lesser  being  authorized 
to  ordain  the  greater  officers  of  the 
church,  and  I feel  fully  confident  that 
no  such  practice  was  ever  in  being, 
either  in  Joseph  Smith’s  day,  or  in 
the  days  of  any  other  prophet  from 
Adam  to  James  J.  Strang, and  never 
will.  So  Peter,  James  and  John  were 
each  in  his  day  anointed  and  ordain- 
ed to  this  most  holy  office  in  the 
priesthood  underthe  hands  and  v(uce 
of  Jesus  (Christ,  to  succeed  each  other 
in  the  leadershij)  of  the  church,  and 
it  was  IN  viiiTiJK  of  their  holding 
TH.^T  office,  they  were  S3nt  to  confer 
it  upon  J<»seph  Smith.  So,  having 
clearly  shown  that  Moses,  Jesus 
Chi'ist,  Peter,  James  and  John  and 
Jo.seph  Smith — all  of  whom  held  tin* 
same  order  and  office  in  the  holy 
firiesthood — were  ordained  by  angels 
and  by  the  God  of  Israel  himself,  T 
will  jiass  now  to  James  J . Strang, 
j who  claimed  and  gave  the  best  of 
I proof  that  he  was  appointed  by  rev- 
I elation  from  God,  given  direct 
I through  Joseph  Smith,  to  fill  Joseph 
j Smith’s  iilace  as  successor  in  the  pro- 
phetic office.  But  now  that  I have 
come  to  it  what  can  I say  more  than 
has  already  been  said?  Besides  having- 
given  overwhelming  proof  that  tln^ 
letter  of  aiipointment  came  through 
Jtiseph  Smith  and  was  by  him  sent 
to  James  J.  Strang,  and  having 
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borne  a most  faithful  testimony  that  1 
tlodby  l)is  holy  angels  ordained  him  as  | 
heor<lained  all  his  predecessors  to  the  ! 
same  office,  and  having  given  sufti- ! 
cient  proof  that  Ood  through  Joseph  1 
Smith  had  given  him  the  sealed  ora- 
cles, or  sealed  revelations,  and  had 
also  given  him  the  ho^v  instrument 
called  the  rrum  and  Thummim  to 
trar)slate  them  with,  what  more 
could  Mr.  Sti*ang  offer,  to  prove  him- 
self the  predicted  successoi’  of  Joseph 
Smith? 

In  Mr.  Strang’s  case,  this  oi’der  of 
the  i)riesthood  came  not  by  man, nor 
by  father  mjr  mother,  nor  by  the 
will  of  man,  and  was  “WITHOUT 
DESCENT,”  either  to  him  or  from 
him,  like  all  the  rest. 

Ood  commands  his  ministers  to  call 
upon  their  enemies  to  meet  them  both 
in  private  and  public,  and  to  bring 
forth  their  strong  reasons  against 
the  Almighty’s  work.  Mi*.  Strang  is 
the  only  man  among  all  those  claim- 
ing to  be  appointed,  or  to  have  the 
right  to  lead  the  church  who  has  ev- 
er ilone  that  as  clearly  shown  in  the 
fore  jiart  of  this  Controversy.  So 
far  then  Mr.  Strang  is  in  complete 
harmony  with  the  claims  of  all  the 
above  prophets.  The  claims  set 
lip  by  Brigham  and  his  successors, 
and  by  young  Joseph  Smith  or  any 
other  man  to  beJoseph,  the  prophet’s 
successor,  have  never  been  in  any 
such  harmony  and  never  will,  Mr.  | 
Strang  presented  the  revelation  of 
appointment  which  God  pi’omised  to 
th(?  church  through  Jo.seph.  None  of 
the  others  ever  presented  sucli  a rev- 
elation and  never  thought  it  neces- 
sary. He  claimed  an  angelic  ordina- 
tion to  his  calling,  and  none  of  the 
others  ever  did;  but  always  fought 
against  it.  God  said  of  the  success- 
or that  he  should  “come  in  at  the 
gate,  and  be  ordained  as  he  h.‘id  told 


the  church  BEFORE.”  This  is  the 
point  which  Mr.  Strang  has  ever 
stuck  to,  and  claimed  under;  the 
others  all  turn  to  something  that 
God  said  AFTERWARD,  and  that 
has  no  reference  to  the  manner  in 
which  profihetsof  God  wereordained 
neither  in  this  generation  or  in  any 
()ther. 

Joseph  Smith  had  the  sealed  re(*- 
ords  of  the  ancient  proj>hets  of  (lod, 
to  translate  from  them,  for  the  usi* 
and  instruction  of  the  church  in  his 
day;  and  we  are  told  that  these  rec- 
ords are  handed  down  from  one 
prophet  to  another,  from  generation 
to  generation,  by  the  Book  of  Mor- 
mon. (See  1st  Book  of  Nephi,Cha|). 
5:  47.) 

The  Urum  and  Thummim,  also 
goes  with  these  records,  for  the  rec- 
ords would  be  useless  without  them. 
James  J.  vStrang  had  access  to  these 
things  and  translated  by,  and  from 
them.  No  other  pretended  successor 
to  Joseph  Smith,  ever  had  thesi* 
things;  and  as  they  tight  and  oppose, 
and  say  all  kinds  of  evil  thing.s  against 
Mr.  Strang,  because  he  claimed  to 
possess  and  translate  from  them, 
they  only  try  to  falsify  the  Book  of 
Mormon  and  the  prophe.sies  and  firo- 
visions  made  for  the  successor  to 
Joseph.  Why  should  Mr.  Strang 
testify  to  the  possession  of  all  thes(‘ 
things  if  he  did^  not  pos.sess  them? 
Could  he  not  have  got  along  just  as 
well  without  such  claim  and  testi- 
mony, if  a false  i)rophet,  as  Brigham 
Young  and  his  succe.ssors,  and  as 
young  Josef)h  Smith?  All  that  Jam(‘s 
J . Strang  ever  claimed  as  successor 
to  Joseph  were  the  very  things  jii-om- 
ised  to  that  successoi*.  How  did  h(‘ 
h.appen  to  make  the  hit  of  claiming 
all  that  was  promised  to  and  of  the 
successor,  while  none  of  the  othrr 
professors  succeed  in  claiming  ariy- 
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thing,  ()nly  the  very  things  that  ut- 
terly upset,  overwhelm  and  condemn 
them  and  their  pretentions? 

But  some  imagine  that  young  Jos- 
eph has  a gibraltar  in  the  saying: 
“And  as  I said  unto  my  servant  Abra- 
ham concerning  the  kindreds  of  the 
earth,  even  so  I say  unto  my  ser- 
vant Joseph,  in  thee  and  in  thy  seed 
shall  the  kindred  of  the  earth  be 
blessed,”  All  that  there  is  to  this  is 
that  at  some  time  in  the  future  a 
prophet  of  Joseph’s  lineage  is  to  be 
raised  up  to  someone  of  the  kindreds 
of  the  earth,  not  to  all  the  kindreds 
(jf  the  earth.  Now  what  did  God 
say  to  Abraham  concerning  the  most 
holy  order  of  the  priesthood?  Did 
he  tell  him  that  that  order  of  the 
I)riesthood  goes  by  lineal  right?  If 
he  did  then  he  has  contradicted  the 
whole  line  of  history  from  that  day 
to  this.  For  we  have  seen  that  it 
nowhere  has  so  ran,  and  that  he 
himself  has  several  times  told  us 
that  it  does  not  descend  by  any 
such  right.  Moreover  young  Joseph’s 
whole  life  gives  the  lie  to  the  claim 
that  any  such  priesthood  was  ever 
put  upon  him;  for  he  never  had  the 
keys  of  mysteries  and  revelations  as 
all  the  above  prophets  had.  He  nev- 
er received  it  by  any  one  authorized 
to  ordain  him.  He  never  was  ap- 
pointed by  revelation,  and  there  is 
absolutely  nothing  written  to  show^ 
that  it  w’as  intended  of  God  to  plant 
HIM  in  that  office.  His  appointment 
came  through  utterly  unauthorized 
men.  And  the  whole  body  of  the  as- 
sertions made  that  his  father  blessed 
and  set  him  apart  to  that  office,  is 
the  merest  human  invention,  resort- 
ed to  long  years  after  Joseph,  the 
seer,  was  taken  away,  when  there 
w'asn’t  a single  line  written  on  the 
records  of  the  church  anywhere  justi- 
fying it,  or  testifying  that  such  a 
thing  was  done. 


In  the  revelation  given  to  James, 
commanding  him  to  ordain  young 
Joseph  and  set  him  apart  to  the  office 
of  Patriarch,  and  counsellor  in  the 
presidency  of  the  church,  the  office 
held  by  his  Uncle  Hyrum,  it  is  said: 
“for  HE  has  been  consecrated  unto 
ME,  (God)  in  his  youth,”  etc.  Conse- 
crated unto  God  does  not  imply 
consecrated  to  the  priesthood. 

Another  passage,  “The  priesthood 
must  needs  remain  in  you  and  your 
lineage  until  the  restitution  of  all 
things,”  etc.  The  above  does  not  in- 
clude the  priesthood  which  is  after 
the  HOLIEST  order  of  God,— the  high- 
est office  in  the  church  and  kingdom 
of  God;  for  there  are  too  many  evi- 
dences to  the  contrary  as  before 
shown. 

To  say  that  God  sealed  this  priest- 
hood in  the  lineage  of  Abraham,  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  others,  is  abso- 
lute folly  and  nonsense.  It  is  as  much 
as  to  say  to  all  other  men  of  all  oth- 
er nations  that  it  matters  not  how 
strong  and  mighty  your  faith  may 
be,  you  can  never  attain  to  this 
office;  for  I have  given  it  to  my  ser- 
vant Abraham  and  his  posterity  for- 
ever. Thus  proving  after  all  that 
God  has  respect  of  persons,  and  in 
high  degree  too. 

This  will  be  the  more  apparent 
when  we  consider  that  here  in  this 
land  of  America,  there  has  been  a 
mighty  nation,  more  numerous  than 
the  present  Gentile  race  now  on  it, 
among  which  there  must  have  been 
many  prophets  such  as  Joseph  Smith, 
of  whom  Ether  was  the  last,  and 
none  of  these  w’ere  related  by  l)h)od 
to  Abraham,  or  descended  from  him. 
Who  were  those  prophets  who  came 
prophesying  in  the  land  against  the 
wickedness  of  the  people  of  Jared? 
Who  were  those  who  werecommand- 
ed  among  all  nations  ofthepastto 
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write,  and  hide  up  the  word  of  God 
revealed  among  them?  (2d  Book  of 
Nephi,  Chap.  12:  8.) 

“In  time  ye  (Latter  Days  Saints) 
shall  have  no  king,  nor  rurek,  for  I 
will  be  your  king  and  watch  over 
you.  (Doc.  and  Cov.,  Sec.  38:  5.) 

This  passage  is  considered  a strong 
point  against  Mr.  Strang,  by  Joseph- 
ites  and  others  as  he  claimed  and 
exercised  to  a limited  extent  the 
kingly  office.  Mr.  Strang  found  him- 
self set  apart  to  the  kingly  office,  in 
the  midst  of  another  nation,  presided 
over  by  another  sovereign,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  very  much 
as  Jesus  found  himself  under  the 
Roman  empire.  Jesus  never  incited 
his  followers  to  rebel  against  Caesar, 
or  his  government,  but  to  yield  sub- 
missively to  all  its  demands  and  ex- 
actions; and  Mr.  Strang  in  like  man- 
ner never  resisted,  nor  in  any  in- 
stance taught  his  followers  to  resist 
any  requirement  of  either  nation  or 
state.  But  as  both  the  Roman  govern- 
ment and  that  of  the  United  States, 
tolerated  all  religions,  so  long  as 
they  wrought  no  evil  to  other  men, 
nor  to  the  state,  neither  Jesus  nor 
James  understood  these  powers  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  their  re- 
ligous  faith. 

Jesus  said“Render  unto  Cjesar  the 
things  which  are  Caesar’s,  and  unto 
God  the  things  that  are  God’s.”  And 
James  J.  Strang  taught  and  did  like- 
wise. Mr.  Strang  says:  “Many  laws 
have  been  made  among  men,  especi- 
ally among  barbarous  nations,  which 
are  themselves  opposed  to  the  divine 
law,  and  enforced  with  the  penalty 
of  death.  To  have  any  share,  how- 
everindirectly,  in  enforcingsuch  laws, 
or  inflicting  the  penalty  for  their  vio- 
lation, is  in  the  last  degree  culpable. 
It  does  not  follow  however  that  one 
should  rebel  against  such  govern- 


ments. In  most  cases  it  is  better  to 
remove  beyond  their  dominion.  To 
those  who  remain,  remonstrance  is 
better  than  resistance.  If  one  is  thus 
involved  in  punishment,  patient,  un- 
resisting submission, is  a faithful  tes- 
timony against  sin.  (Book  of  the 
Law,  page  29.) 

The  above  saying  from  Doc.  and 
Cov.  may  truly  have  reference  to  the 
present  time,  when  there  is  no  king 
in  Israel  and  every  man  does  that 
that  appears  right  in  his  own  eyes. 
The  kingly  office  is  not  in  Utah;  they 
disown  it  and  there  is  none  at  La- 
moni,  for  they  disown  and  spurn  it 
also.  But  it  says  “nor  Ruler”  as 
well  as  “no  king.”  How  shall  this 
be  settled?  Are  we  to  be  without 
rulers  also?  That  is  what  it  says. 
The  young  Josephite  will  hardly  tell 
us  that  they  have  “no  ruler;”  and 
when  they  quote  this  saying,  only 
quote:  “In  time  ye  shall  have  no 
king,”  and  leave  “nor  ruler”  out. 

It  is  true  Mr.  Strang  taught  his 
followers  to  resist  mobs,  andmoboc- 
racy,  and  tried  to  prevent  them  from 
accomplishing  their  hellish  designs 
upon  an  innocent  and  law  abiding 
people.  The  Latter  Days  Saints  I 
suppose  have  a right  to  live  upon 
constitutional  principles  as  well  as 
other  people,  and  they  intend  to  try. 
The  w^ord  king  according  to  the 
Book  of  Mormon  and  Bible,  does  not 
mean  a mere  successful  invader,  free- 
booter and  robber  of  nations,  but 
simply  a protector,  a defender,  a 
guardian  of  the  people’s  rights.  If 
in  time  we  are  to  have  “no  king,” 
then  we  are  to  have  no  protector  or 
defender  of  our  rights.  And  if  w’eare 
to  have  “no  ruler,”  then  we  are  to 
have  a time  of  general  disorder  when 
every  man  is  to  do  that  that  appears 
right  in  his  own  eyes.  (Jud.l7:G, 
21:  25.)  Perhaps  that  is  to  be  the 
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kind  of  a time  there  is  to  be  before 
God  sends  tlie  deliverer  migjhty  and 
strong  to  set  the  house  of  God  in  or- 
der, AND  DIVIDE  BY  LOT  THE  INHERI- 
TANCES OF  THE  SAINTS.  I confess  that 
this  present  time  looks  mighty  like 
the  time  spoken  of  above. 

Certainly  since  James  J.  Strang 
was  martyred  there  has  been  neither 
king  nor  chief  ruler  of  God’s  choice 
or  anointing  unless  we  regard  down 
right  apostates  as  such. 

Some  people  never  imagine  that 
Joseph  Smith  was  anointed  a king 
in  the  church  in  his  day.  William 
Marks  is  considered  good  authority 
with  the  Josephites;  so  hear  ye  him. 
William  tells  us  of  different  things  in- 
troduced in  the  last  days  of  the 
saints  at  Nauvoo  which  he  says  he 
could  not  sustain.  “I  was  also  a 
witness,”  says  Mr.  Marks  ‘‘of  the  in- 
troduction secretly  of  a kingly^  form 

OF  GOVERNMENT  in  Wllich  JOSEPH 
SUFFERED  HIMSELF  TO  BE  ORDAINED 
A KING,  to  reign  over  the  house  of 
Israel  forever.”  — ( W.  Marks  in 
Chas.  B.  Thompson’s  Harbinger  and 
Organ.) 

I will  now  introduce  what  Bishop 
George  Miller  has  to  say  touching 
this  ‘‘Kingly  form  of  Government,” 
which  William  Marks  tells  us  was 
set  up  in  Nauvoo.  Bishop  Miller 
with'inany  others  had  been  in  Black 
River  Falls  getting  out  lumber  for 
the  temple  in  Nauvoo,  and  the  Nau- 
voo house,  and  certain  deliberations 
being  passed  in  the  pineries,  Bishop 
Miller  was  sent  from  there  to  Nau- 
voo to  bear  them  to  Joseph  Smith. 
He  says:  ‘‘upon  my  arrival  at  Nau- 
voo I found  Joseph  and  Hyrnm  in 
consultation.  After  a hasty  perusal 
(of  those  documents)  Joseph  said  to 
me:  Brother  Miller  I perceive  the 
spirit  of  God  is  in  the  pineries  as  well 
as  here,  and  we  will  call  together 
some  of  our  wise  men  and  proceed  to 


set  up  the  kingdom  of  God,  by  or- 
ganizing some  of  its  officers.  And 
from  day  to  day  he  called  some  of 
the  brethren  about  him,  organizing 
them  as  princes  in  the  kingdom  of 
God,  until  the  number  of  fifty-three 
were  called.”  (George  Miller’s  Corres- 
pondence to  Northern  Islander, 
June  27,  1855.) 

All  this  seems  to  sound  a little 
strange.  Certainly  it  ought  to  sound 
strange,  to  that  class  of  Mormons 
who  have  been  pouring  out  a deluge, 
of  abuse  upon  Mr.  Strang  because 
he  had  been  ordained  a king,  neither 
Joseph  nor  James  ever  thought  of  be- 
ing hostile  to  the  United  States,  as 
before  said. 

There  seems  to  have  been  an  ap- 
prehension in  Nauvoo  from  former 
persecutions,  that  Mormons  could 
not  stay  in  the  United  States. 

Robbed  of  their  lands,  houses,  cat- 
tle and  goods  and  driven  by  merci- 
less mobs  from  place  to  place  with- 
out either  redress  or  remuneration, it 
was  hardly  to  be  wondered  at  that 
this  peo[)le  should  be  apprehensive 
that  they  would  have  to  leave  the 
United  States,  and  they  did  go  so 
far  as  to  send  delegates  to  the  Texan 
congress  at  that  time  to  treat  with 
that  body  for  a large  tract  of  that 
territory.  And  Bishop  Miller  was 
one  of  three  who  was  cho.sen  to  rati- 
fy the  treaty  made  by  this  delegation 
from  Nauvoo,  with  the  Texan  Re- 
public, for  the  delegation  had  already 
returned  to  Nauvoo  with  their  re- 
port, which  report  Bishop  Miller  tells 
us ‘‘was  all  they  could  wish.”  This 
treaty  was  at  the  bottom  of  Ly- 
man Wight  and  his  company  settling 
in  Texas.  But  feeling  it  to  be  unsafe 
for  the  saints  to  betake  themselves 
anywhere,  without  the  sanction  of 
God,  Joseph  finally  inquired  of  God 
as  to  where  the  saints  should  settle, 
and  so  as  he  says:  ‘‘A  message  from 
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the  Throne  of  grace  hath  ruled  it 
otherwise,”  and  thus  the  Texan  pro- 
ject was  abandoned,  and  Voree,  Wis., 
was  chosen  as  the  place  of  gather- 
ing. 

So  now  in  connection  with  what 
has  been  written  in  the  defence  of  Mr. 
Strang’s  claims,  we  shall  consider 
this,  No.  4,  “the  end  of  controversy” 
on  that  subject.  There  are  however 
some  other  works  which,  when  time 
offers,  will  be  put  in  print.  Years 
ago  I have  said  and  I say  it  now, 
fearless  of  successful  contradiction, 
that  whatever  would  in  any  wise 
tend  to  weaken  Mr.  Strang’s  posi- 
tion, claims,  or  works,  will  also  in 
like  manner  weaken  or  upset  the 
claims  and  works  of  Joseph  Smith. 

We  claim  also  that  said  claims  and 
works  are  the  gold  of  Mormonism, 
—the  rougher  you  use  it,  the  bright- 
er it  will  shine;  and  the  better  it  will 
satisfy  you  that  IT  IS  GENUINE. 

Youniay  say  that  Joseph  did  wrong- 
in  having  himself  anointed  a king, 
but  Joseph  himself  never  said  so,  and 
we  have  seen  too  many  of  your  foul 
interpretations  of  Holy  writ  to 
think  of  taking  Reorganized  in- 
terpretations for  one  moment  as 
our  guide  in  spiritual  matters.  When 
you  offer  your  columns  as  frankly 
and  freely,  for  the  discussion  of  the 
difference  between  you  and  him  as  he 
did,  you  will  then  inspire  us  with  a 
little  confidence  in  your  honesty  as 
leaders.  The  facts  and  testimonies 
of  Mr.  Strang’s  claims  and  works 
will  stand  against  you  in  the  dajr  of 
God’s  righteous  judgment.  You  may 
say  that  this, that  and  the  other  of  Mr. 
Strang’s  prophecies  have  not  been 
fulfilled.  I might  say  the  same  of 
very  many  other  things  prophesied 
by  Joseph,  but  I know  only  too  well 
that  what  is  not  already  fulfilled  will 
be,  in  its  time,  and  the  same  is  true 


of  those  of  Mr.  Strang.  The  great 
beauty  of  Mr.  Strang’s  works  is  their 
harmony  with  ancient  and  modern 
revelations,  and  in  the  light  which 
they  throw  upon  many  dark  parts  of 
scripture.  I haye  been  little  short  of 
being  astounded,  at  some  things 
brought  to  light  by  Mr.  Strang;  for 
with  my  traditionary  training,!  had 
been  schooled  to  believe  that  many 
things  had  passed  away  from  the 
law  of  God.  Now,  I am  only  enabled 
to  see  the  folly  of  my  sectarian  train- 
ing, and  the  blindness  and  folly  of 
modern  Christianity,  and  which  the 
Reorganized  church  still  clings  to. 

As  for  the  foundation  of  the  Reor- 
ganization, it  is  not  hard  to  compre- 
hend all  there  is  to  it.  “Let  three 
men  be  elected,  to  select  seven  to 
be  ordained  apostles,  who  were  ac- 
cordingly ordained  by  men  who  nev- 
er held  any  such  priesthood, and  then 
these  apostles  so  ordained,  turn 
around,  ordain  and  their  prophet — 
young  Joseph — to  stand  in  his  fath- 
er’s office!  I have  heard  of  tlie  small 
boy  in  the  wheelbarrow,  trying  to 
wheel  himself  and  of  the  man  who 
tried  to  lift  himself  over  the  fence  by 
pulling  at  his  boot  straps.  The  effort 
to  obtain  a genuine  priesthood  from 
those  who  never  possessed  it  is  about 
as  sensible. 

I have  read  much  of  the  testimony 
given  by  the  Reorganization  on  the 
temple  lot  suit,  in  which  it  has  been 
considered  the  proper  thing  to  be 
able  to  show  that  they  alone,  had 
adhered  to  the  original  faith,  and 
that  all  the  rest  of  Joseph  Smith’s 
followers  had  gone  aside  t<j  one 
wrong  principle  and  another  after 
his  death.  The  correct  history  of  the 
matter,  however,  gives  us  a very  dif- 
ferent view  of  these  things;  especially 
as  it  testifies  that  every  single  one 
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iZATiox — Mr.  W.  W.  Blair  only  ex- 
cepted— were  at  one  time,  true  and 
.staunch  followers  of  Mr.  Stranj^.  Mr. 
William  Marks  stands  prominently  at 
the  head  of  the  list,  with  a membership 
from  1840  to  1851  .being  first  ordained  a 
bishop  under  .Mr.  .Strang,  then  set 
apart  under  him  to  baptize  for  the 
de.ad,  and  was  finally  called  and  or- 
dained to  be  a member  of  the  first 
presidency  under  Mr.  Strang's  hands. 
Next  comes  Jason  VV.  Briggs,  or- 
dained a high  priest  under  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Strang  and  John  E.  Page, 
though  hi.s  brother,  E.  C.  Briggs,  on 
the  temi)le  lot  suit  testified  that  his 
brother  Jason  never  joined  the 
Strangite  body!  Then  we  have  Zen- 
os H.  Gurley,  and  Hyrura  P.  Brown, 
both  ordained  to  be  presidents 
of  the  Seventies,  and  William  Sav- 
age ordained  to  the  same  office. 
Isaac  Sheen  was  ordained  a high 
priest.  Jehiel  Savage  was  ordained 
to  be  one  of  the  Twelve  Apostles  in 
Voree  under  Mr.  Strang.  All  the.se 
ordinations  took  place  184G  to  1848. 
William  Smith  was  ordained  a pa- 
triarch in  the  church  at  Voree  under 
the  hands  of  Jame.sJ. Strang  May, 1846, 
but  was  cut  off  from  the  church  soon 
after,  charged  with  thecrimeof  adult- 
ery, with  three  witnesses  against 
him,  viz.:  William  Marks,  Ebenezar 
Page,  and  a Sister  Ellsworth.  And  it 
is  not  a little  curious,  reader,  that  it 
was  this  same  priesthood,  received 
under  Mr.  Strang,  which  was  used 
and  claimed  in  the  founding  and 
building  of  the  Reorganization?  The 
founders  of  that  body  claimed  to 
have  had  to  begin  with,  “tvro  high 
priests,  and  one  senior  president  of 
the  Seventies;”  and  through  this 
priesthood,  brought  out  you  per- 
ceive from  under  Mr.  Strang,  the  Re- 
organization is  derived  1 It  was 
claimed  for  Mr.  Jason  W.  Briggs  that 


he  held  the  office  of  high  i)riest  in 
Jo.seph  Smith’s  days.  But  if  so  why 
was  he  ordained  to  that  office  under 
■Mr.  Strang?  Very  curious  it  is,  in- 
deed, how  many  apostacies  these 
Josephites  can  all  be  in,  for  years, 
one  after  another,  and  how  purely 
and  uxPOLUTEDLY  and  cle.\ri.y 
they  have  all  brought  their  priest- 
hood through  it  all!! 

Jose{)h,  the  prophet,  has  put  it  on 
i-ecord  that  if  a man  has  been  cut  off 
from  the  church  or  has  apostatized 
from  its  faith,  and  whshes  to  come 
LX  AGAIN,  “the  law  of  our  church  ex- 
pressly states  that  such  shall  re- 
pent and  be  baptized  and  be  admitted 
as  at  the  first.”  (Times  and  Sea- 
sons, Vol.  5,  page  752.) 

But,  dear  me,  these  Reorganized 
church  builders,  they  never  think  of 
such  a thing.  But  how  wholesale_ 
and  unsparing  and  unmerciful  they 
have  been  in  their  denonciations  of 
James  J.  Strang!  Now  to  sum  up: 
we  have.  First:  Shown  James  J. 
Strang  to  have  been  a man  of  high 
moral  character  among  the  honor- 
able men  of  the  earth. 

Secondly:  We  have  shown  him  to 
have  been  a man  who  frankly,  hon- 
orably and  honestly  offered  to  all 
men  the  opportunity  to  discuss  any 
question,  wherein  he  differed  with 
them.  No  man  could  offer  a better 
chance  to  his  enemies  than  he  did. 

Third:  We  have  shown  that  the 
vile  stories  hatched  up  against  him, 
such  as  forging  records,  the  phospho- 
rous and  oil  stories  and  many  other 
things  put  in  circulation  against  him 
by  his  enemies,  areas  oaselessas  any 
ever  told  of  Joseph  Smith,  or  any 
other  prophet. 

Fourth:  We  have  proven  beyond 
a reasonable  doubt,  that  the  priest- 
hood held  by  Joseph,  the  Seer,  does 
NOT  goby  lineal  right  NOW  and  never 
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DID.  And  thus  we  have  knocked  the 
underpinning  from  under  your  so- 
called  Reorganized  church,  and  let  it 
down  about  j^our  ears;  a basis  upon 
which  it  can  never  again  be  reared. 

Fifth:  We  have  shown  that  the 
lesser  undertaking  to  ordain  the 
greater,  or  the  doctrine  that  a law- 
ful priesthood  may  be  derived  from 
those  who  never  held  it,  is  utterly 
without  foundation  in  the  law  of 
God. 

Sixth:  That  undertaking  to  reject 
Mr.  Strang  because  of  his  exercising 
the  kingly  office,  or  because  of  plural 


marriage,  is  only  laying  down  a very 
good  rule  and  reason  for  rejecting 
Joseph  Smith  or  any  other  prophet 
of  God. 

Most  of  this  controversy  has  been 
written  some  time  ago,  but  time 
would  not  permit  its  publication 
sooner. 

Truly  and  Sincerely, 

Wingfield  Watson, 
Spring  Prairie,  Walworth  County, 
Wisconsin,  March  15, 1897. 


